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CHRONOLOGY OF THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; (Girey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 








Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &e., &e. 


Debrett's Debates, 63 vols. ; 


The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and tke contents are 


set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Vrime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY, K.G. 
Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DevoNnsuirgE, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
First Lord of the Treasury —-Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G,.C.M.G., G.C.S. 1 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 
Colonial Rt. Hon. JoSsEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JOHN BRODRICK. 
India——Kt. Hon. Lord GEorGk HAMILTON. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFouR. 
Postmaster-General——Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 
Secretary for Scotland Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD 
First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 














NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
¥inancial Secretary to the Treasury-——J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GEoRGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education——Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELDON Gorst, K.C., M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty ——HuGu O. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Esq., M.P, 
H. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
WILLIAM HAYES FISHER, Esq., M.P. 
ages oat Lord W. T. Kerr, K.C3b. 
: Rear-Admiral A. L. DouGLAs. 
Lords of the Admiralty—, Rear. Admiral A. K. Wison, V.C., C.B. 
Capt. A. W. Moork, C.B., C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Ottice-—Lord CRANBORNE, M.P’. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office ——Rt. Hon. Jesse CoLLiNGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coloniai Office—Rt. lon. Earl of ONsLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Ottice Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——-Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. | 
Parliamenta: y Secretary to the Board of 'Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. : 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. Grant LAwson, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office Lord STANLEY, M.P 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Finuay, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt. Hon. E. CARson K.C., M.P. 


Lords of the Treasury—{ 
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vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE —(Coné.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Prolate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Sir A. ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PoRTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——Victor C. W. CAVENDISH, Esq., M.P. 
Master of the Buckhounds——Rt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM, 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard——Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of KINTORE, G.C.M.G. 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Curent, K.C.V.0 
: sys t. Hon. Earl HOWE. 
Lords-in-Waiting— 4 p+’ Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Lord BAGor. 
Rt. Hon. Lord SUFFIELD, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord KENyYon. 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal. 
Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFour. 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. GRANAM MuRRAy, K.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord K1nspurau, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of MontrRosE, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——CuarLEs Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. GroRGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 

Under Secretary Rt. Hon. Sir DAvip HARREL, K.C.L., K.C.V.O. 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HorACE PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——Gr0. WRIGHT, Esq., K.C. 


1 AR Al iF A ‘ yom p | 2 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of MORLEY. 
Clerk of Parliaments——Henry J. L. GrauAm, Esq., C.B. 
Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 
Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——EpwarbD HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 
Counsel to the Chairman of Committees ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 
Chief Clerk and Taxing Oflicer of Private Bill Costs——R. W. lionno, Esq. 
Clerk of Public Billha——A. Harrison, Esy. 
Senior Clerks 
Peers’ Printed Paper Oflice——C. L. ANsrrutruers, Esq. 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Oflicer of Judicial Costs- 
SKENE, Esq. 
Clerk ot the Journals W. A. Letcu, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees a F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 
Other Clerks W. H. HAMILTON GorDon, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. (Clerk attending 
the Table); Hon. A. McDONNELL; A. H. Robinson, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills) ; 
H. P. Sir. JOHN, a ; V. M. Bipputrn, Esy. ; Hon. E. A. Sronor; H. J. F. BADELEY, 
mag ; C. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. Hora, Esq. ; E. C. ViGors, Esq. ; and A. TENNYSON, 
USq- 
Accountant——G. FULKEs, Esq. 
Copyist Mr. 'T. A. Court ; Assistant Copyist-——Mr. H. P. Norris. 
Messengers——Messrs. A. A. WorFELL, C. E. Cuizurrr, A. N. Stout, J. W. F. Locke 
J. McMILLAN, G. BENNETT, G. T. PHILIP. } 
Librarian S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 
Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BuTLer, Esq. 
Attendant Mr. W. WorRFELL. 
Examiners for Standing Orders——-C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
——B. H. FELL, Esq. 
Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod 





Rt. Hon. Lord BALFoUR OF BURLEIGH. 
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Gen. Sir Michael A. 8. BippuLpuH, G.C.B. 


Yeoman Usher—— Captain T. D. BUTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLEETWoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. WILLIAMS, Esq. 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.— (Cont.) 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Conz.) 


Shorthand Writer——W. H GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. Caaitonan, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. E 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 5 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. ; 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLAcott, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. f 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. Forsytu, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILUIPS, 
W. W. MEATES. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W. CAsBon. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. T. KENpRICK. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 

Resident Engineer ah bag ay ——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons Sir COURTNEY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.I., C.1.E, 

Clerk-Assistant——FRANCIs B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——-ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 

Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. GIBBONS, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 

Committee Office——R. DIcKINSON, Esq. 

Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks ——F. St. GrEoRGE Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq.; C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq. ; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. DoyLxE, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq.; HORACE WEST, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIS, Esq. ; 
Percy A. BULL, Esq.; F. R. WiILLIAMS WyNN, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. BOND, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Junior Clerks— fi. C. Dawkins, Esq.; A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Esq.; R. P. CoLomp, Esq. ; 
B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. ScoTT PorTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
W. T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. GIBBONS, Esq.; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq ; 
K, J. C. Moorsom, Esq. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE. Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. GossEt, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Chaplain to the House Rev. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOs LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mrk. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills C. L. Lock'ron, Esq. 

teferee of Private bills ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.b. 

Examiners of Private Billsa——C. W. CAMPION, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk B. H. FEL, Esa. 

Vote Office—— 

Chief Clerk H. A. M. KILLICK, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——Puiip SMITH, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. : 

Librarian t. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian E. G. HARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks in 
Library Messrs. J. R. CRIMP, WM. STEWART; Messengers—— Messrs. A. FIKMIN, 
W. HAGUE. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Printers—— 
Journals 
Votes——J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 

Postmaster——Mr. EpMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper——Mr, J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Office Clerk in Committee Oftice——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Oftice——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, J. ARMSTRONG, 
J. WoopWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Doorkeepers Mr. W. WILson, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Otfice Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. Woopcrart, Mr. R. RoBerrson, Mr. 
J. Hus, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. Spray, Mr. G. TYE, MR. R. 
Hossy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. DAy. 

Messengers (2nd Class)- Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 

HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. : 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mk. J. F. HENLEY ; Assistanu —-Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——-Mr. SCANTLEBURY 
























































G. E. BRISCOE Eyrg, Esq. 
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Office Bill [H.L.]; Birmingham Corporation Water Bill pe ; Bradford 
Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; Brynaman and Neath Railway Bill [H.L.]; Buxton 
Urban District Council Bill [u.1.]; City and Crystal Palace Railway Bill 
[H.L.]; City and North East Suburban Electric Railway (No. 2.) Bill [H.L] ; 
Darley Dale Water Bill [u.L.] ; Devonport Corporation (General Powers) 
Bill [H.1.] ; Devonport Corporation (Water) Bill [u.L.]; Dover Harbour 
Bill [H.1.]; Felixtowe and Walton Improvement Bill [H.L.] ; Lancashire 
County (Lunatic Asylums) Bill [H.L.]; Leicester Corporation Bill [H.1.] ; 
London United Electric Railways Bill [u.L.]; Medway and Thames Canal 
Bill [H.L.]; Menai Bridge Urban District Council Bill [H.L.]; Midland 
Counties Junction Railways (Sale) Act, 1901 (Amendment) Bill [H.L.] ; 
North and South Shields Electric Railway Bill [H..]; North-East London 
Railway (No. 2.) Bill [H.L.]; Nottingham Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; Piccadilly 
and City Railway (No. 2.) Bill [H.L.]; Rhondda Urban District Council 
Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Rusthall Manor Bill ‘sag’ Street Urban District 
Council Water Bill [H.L.] ; Swansea Corporation Bill [H.1.]; Swansea Cor- 
poration Water Bill (H.L.]; Tiverton Market Bill [u.L.]; Tyne Improve- 
ment Commission Bill [H.L.]; Warrington Corporation (Education) Bill 
[|H.L.]; Waterford and Bishop Foy Endowed Schools Bill [H.L.]; Wigan 
Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; Ystradfellte Water Bill [u.1.].—Presented, and read 
1*; Barry Railway Bill Len); Bristol Water Bill [1.L.]; Brompton and 
Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, &c.) Bill [H.L.]; Caterham and 
District Gas Bill [H.L.]; Central Argentine and Rosario Railway Bill 
{u.L.]; Central London Railway (New Lines) Bill Laat Charing Cross, 
Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 3.) Bill [H.L.] ; Chigwell Loughton, and 
Woodford Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Consett Water Bill [H.1.] ; Deal and Walmer Gas 
sill [H.L.]; Devonport Water Bill [H.L.]; Donegal Railway Bill [.1.]; 
Great Northern and City Railway Bill rad Hastings Harbour District 
Railway (Extension of Time)» Bill [u.L.]; Isle of Wight Central Railway 
Bill [H.L.]; Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit Company Bill [H.L.] ; 
London and South-Western Railway Bill [H.L.]; London, Brighton, and South 
Coast Railway Bill [H.L.]; Longwood Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Newcastle and Gates- 
head Water Bill [H.1.]; North Staffordshire Tramways Bill [H.L.]; North- 
West London Railway Bill [u.L.]; Rhymney Railway Bill [H.L.]; Rick- 
mansworth Gas Bill [H.L.] ; West Hampshire Water Bill [H.L.|; Wrexham 
Water Bill [11..].—Presented ; read 1*; and referred to the Examiners 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MINES (EXPLOSION AT THE UNIVERSAL COLLIERY, GLAMORGANSHIRE).— Reports 
to His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home Department by W. 
Galloway, Esquire, F.G.S., Professor of Mining at the University College 
of South Wales and Monmouthshire, 8. T. Evans, Esquire, K.C., M.P. and 
J. T. Robson, Esquire, one of His Majestys Inspectors of Mines, on the 
circumstances attending an explosion which occurred at the Universal 
Colliery, Glamorganshire, on the 24th May, 1901 


TRADE Reports.—Annual Series, No. 2740. Brazil (Sergipe) ... 
Evictions (IRELAND).—Return of evictions in Ireland for the Quarter ended 


31st December, 1901. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table es o va ius bd iss bas eer ‘ns 


Miuitta Act, 1882 (Deputy LIEUTENANTS).—Returns of descriptions of qualifica- 
tions of Deputy Lieutenants lodged during 1901, as furnished to the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland ; laid before the House (pursuant to a and ordered 
to lie on the Table ia bd 


House adjourned at Four o’clock, to Monday next, a quarter before Eleven 
o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 3ist JANUARY, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


EASTBOURNE CoRPORATION.—Petition and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Hogg and Mr. Freeman-Thomas ee oie sed ae sis 


HUDDERSFIELD CorProrATion.—Petition and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Sir James Woodhouse and Sir Frances Powell 


LEAMINGTON CorPoRATION.—Petition and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Lyttleton and Mr. Philip Foster sbi ‘ii 


MANCHESTER Corporation TRAMWAYs.—Petition and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir William Houldsworth, Mr. Schwann, and Mr. Galloway 


Norwich Corporation (ELECTRICITY, ETC.).—Petition and Billfordered to be 
brought in by Sir Harry Bullard and Mr. George White ’ 


READING GAs.—Petition and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gardner and 
Mr. A. K. Lloyd : 


SHEPTON MALLET GAs.—Petition and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse and Mr. Dickinson 


SouTupor’T AND LYTHAM TRAMROAD.—Petition and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Willox and Mr, Seton-Karr 


WOLVERHAMPTON CorPorRATION WAtTER.—Petition and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Henry Fowler, Sir Alfred Hickman, and Mr. Norman 
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London Water Bill.—Ordered, that the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills do examine the London Water Bill with respect to compliance with 
the Standing Orders relative to Private Bills.—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Abercarn Urban District Gas Bill—‘‘To empower the Urban District 
Council of Aberearn to purchase the undertaking of the Abercarn and New- 
bridge Gas and Water Company, and to supply gas; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Barking Gas Bill.—‘‘ To empower the Barking Gas Company to raise additional 
capital ; to amend The Barking Gas Act, 1867; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills 


Bedford Corporation Water Bill.—“ To authorise the Corporation of Bedford 
to construct waterworks ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; to 
be read a second time ... Rie vA aa a8 


Belfast Corporation Bill—‘'To empower the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Citizens of the City of Belfast, to purchase lands for purposes of a public 
hall ; to dedicate ground for hospital purposes; to amend several of the 
local Acts in force in Belfast ; and to confer various powers on the Corpora- 
tion,” read the first time ; to be read a second time ... is ; 


Birkenhead Corporation Bill.—‘'l’o empower the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the horough of Birkenhead to acquire Hamilton Square Gardens 
and other lands, and to confer on them further powers for the supply of 
electrical energy, and for the control of children trading in the streets, and 
of persons dealing in second-hand goods, and further powers in relation to 
financial matters ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a 
second time 3 * 


Bournemouth Gas and Water Bill.—‘“'‘l'o authorise the acquisition by the 
Bournemouth Gas and Water Company of the undertaking of the town and 
county of Poole Gas and Coke Company, Limited, to extend the limits 
for the supply of gas by the Bournemouth Gas and Water Company ; and 
to authorise that company to raise additional capital; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time, and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills 


Brighton and Rottingdean Seashore Electric Tramroad Bill.—‘To 
authorise the Brighton and Rottingdean Seashore Electric Tramroad 
Company to divert a portion of their existing and authorised tramroad in 
the county of Sussex, and to construct a new tramroad in lieu thereof ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time, and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills a: res 


Broadstairs Gas Bill.—‘“ For conferring further powers on the Broadstairs 
Gas Company,” read the first time, and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 


Bromley Gas Bill.—‘'To convert the shares of the Bromley Gas Company 
into stock ; and to empower that company to raise additional capital ; to 
make further provision with respect to the company and their undertaking ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time, and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... pci 
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Brynmawr and Western Valleys Railway (Vesting) Bill. —“ For Vesting 
in the Great Western and London and North Western Railway Companies 
the powers of the Brynmawr and Western Valleys Railway Company ; for 
extending the time for the completion of the authorised Railways of that 
Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first mon, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills i vs 7 


Cavehill and Whitewell Tramways Bill.—“ For empowering the Cavehill and 
Whitewell Tramways Company to work their Tramways by electrical 
power, and to raise additional capital; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


~J 


Chard Gas Bill.—“ For incorporating and conferring powers on the Chard 
Gas Company,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills... ‘ae ve ven ie a so 8 


City of London (Spitalfields Market) Bill—‘To empower the Corpora- 
tion of the City of London to acquire Spitalfields Market, with power to 
extend and improve the same, and to maintain the said Market or sell or 
lease the same ; and for other purposes in reference thereto,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time oh va ie an in ibs 8 


City of London (Streets) Bill.—‘ To empower the Corporation of the City 
of London to regulate and control the opening or breaking up of streets in 
the City by authorities, undertakers, and other persons having statutory 
on special powers in or over such streets; for regulating the removal of 
house refuse, and the materials arising from the demolition of buiidings 
within the City and the nuisances caused by such demolition ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time... iz ae 8 


Clay Cross Railway Bill.—“ or making a railway in the county of Derby 
connecting the Clay Cross Collieries ard Works and other Works with the 
Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast Railway near Chesterfield ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; to he read a second time... Shs 8 


Cleethorpe’s Improvement Bill.—“ ‘To authorise the Urban District Council 
of Cleethorpe's-with-Thrunscoe, in the county of Lincoln, to construct a sea- 
wall and other works, to construct and work Tramways, to purchase certain 
lands for the purposes of recreation grounds ; and to make further provision 
in regard to the supply of electricity, and for the improvement, health, 
local government, and finance of the district; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second time os oo 3 


Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Council Bill.—‘“To 
authorise the Urban District Council of Colwyn Bay and Colwyn to con- 
struct promenades and sewerage and sewage outfall works and other works, 
and to make further provision in regard to the health, local government, 
improvement and finance of their district ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time ve Res i ee fe 8 


Commercial Gas Bill.—‘To convert the capital stocks and debenture stock 
of the Commercial Gas Company into stocks of other nominal amounts, but 
yielding equivalent amounts of dividends or interest, and to empower that 
Company to raise additional capital ; to amend the Acts relating to the 
Company ; and for other purposes, ” read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills sete © 3s 9 
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Cornwall Electric Power Bill—“ For incorporating and conferring powers 
on the Cornwall Electric Power Company,” read the first time; to be read 
a second time is st 


Dartford Improvement Bill.—‘ To authorise the Urban District Council of 
Dartford to establish and maintain markets and fairs, and to acquire exist- 
ing markets and market rights, and to construct street improvements, and 
to make further provision with regard to the electric light undertaking 
of the Council, and for the improvement, health, local government, and 
finance of the district ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be 
read a second time ids se ats ao 


Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill.—“ To amend the 
Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Act, 1901,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... 


Dublin Port and Docks Board Bill.—‘ To enable the Dublin Port and Docks 
Board to make new provisions with respect to the lists of electors of elective 
members of the Board ; to acquire lands for widening quays; to provide 
quay-traftic facilities ; to erect labouring class dwellings ; to borrow further 
moneys for the improvement of the port ; to substitute new mortgages for 
those created under the Dublin Port and Docks Act of 1869 and 1879; to 
authorise additional and substituted rates ; to confer further powers upon 
the Board, and to vary their existing Acts ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time ba: ig, adi ae 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill.—-“To provide for the 
revision of the rent payable in respect of the lease of the undertaking of the 
Dublin and Kingston Railway Company to the Dublin, Wicklow, and 
Wexford Railway Company, to make other provision as to those two com- 
panies, to confer further powers on the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway Company in relation to their several undertakings ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


East Worcestershire Water Bill.—-‘‘To extend the limits of supply of the 
East Worcestershire Waterworks Company ; and to confer further powers 
upon that Company,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 


Erdington Tramways Bill.—‘“ To empower the Urban District Council of 
Erdington to construct and work tramways; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time a ee me ae! 


Fareham Gas Bill.—‘ To authorise the Fareham Gas and Coke Company to 
acquire additional lands ; to construct additional works ; to raise additional 
capital ; to amend their existing Act ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Finchley Improvement Bill.— “To authorise the Urban District Council of 
Finchley to construct street improvements, and to make further provision 
with regard to the electric light undertaking of the council, and for the 
improvement, health, local government, and finance of the district ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 
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Finedon Urban District Water Bill.—‘“To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Finedon to construct water-works and to supply water ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Furness Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill.— “To empower the Furness Railway 
Company to run steam vessels between Barrow and Fieetwood, Dublin, 
Belfast, Larne and Londonderry, and the Isle of Man; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


Garston and District Tramways and Electric Supply (Transfer) Bill. 
—*“ To confirm an Agreemei:t between the Garston and District Tramways 
C:-.pany, Limited, of the first part, the Garston and District Electric 
Supply Company, Limited, of the second part, and the Corporation of the 
City of Liverpool of the third part, for the transfer to the Corporation of 
the respective undertakings of those Companies ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills 


Gloucestershire Electric Power Bill.“ For incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Gloucestershire Electric Power Company ; and for other 
purposes ; read the first time ; to be read a second time ” 


Grand Junction Water Bill.—‘“‘To empower the Grand Junction Water- 
works Compary to extend their limits of supply ; to acquire additional 
land ; and to raise further money ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Great Central and Midland Railways (South Yorkshire Railways) Bill. — 
“For transferring to the Great Central and Midland Railway Companies 
the powers of the Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Railway Company ; and 
for authorising the construction of railways and works by the Great Central 
and Midland Railway Companies ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Great Central Railway Bill.—‘ To enable the Great Central Railway Company 
to make new railways and other works and to acquire additional lands ; to 
extend the time for the compulsory purchase of certain lands ; and for the 
completion of certain railways of the Company, the Company and the Great 
Western Railway Company, the North Wales and Liverpool Railway Com- 
mittee, the Liverpool, St. Helens and South Lancashire Railway Company, 
and for the sale of the superfluous lands of the Cheshire Lines Committee, 
the Sheffield and Midland Railway Companies Committee and the Wigan 
Junction Railways Company, and to enable the Company to subscribe to 
the capital of the Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Company ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 


Great Eastern Railway Bill.—<‘ For conferring further powers on the Great 
Eastern Railway Company in respect of their own undertaking and other 
undertakings in which they are interested jointly with other Companies ; 
for vesting in them the undertaking of the Northern and Eastern Railway 
Company ; for authorising agreements between them and the London, 
srighton, and South Coast Railway Company; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills 


Great Northern Railway (No. 1) Bill.—‘ To confer further powers upon the 
Great Northern Railway Company,” read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 
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Great Western Railway (Coumlin Viaduct) Bill.—“ To make provision for 
the protection of the Crumlin Viaduct on the Great Western Railway ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... 


Higham Ferrers and Rushden Water Board Bill.—‘ To constitute and 
incorporate a Joint Water Board, consisting of representatives from the 
Councils of the borough of Higham Ferrers and the Urban District of 
Rushden, and to vest in such Board the _, powers of The Higham Ferrers 
Water Act, 1900 ; and for other fan gue * read the first time ; to be read 
a second time =f ies SS as ie 


Hull, Barnsley and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock (South 
Yorkshire Extension Lines) Bill.—‘“ To authorise the Hull, Barnsley, 
and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Company to construct new 
railways, and to purchase additional lands, and to confer other powers upon 
them ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Kent Electric Power Bill.—‘ For incorporating and conferring powers on the 
Kent Electric Power Company ; and for other i iirea *vead the first 
time ; to be read a second time es 4 oe 


Kent Water Bill.—‘“ For empowering the Kent Waterworks Company to 
raise further money to enable them to fulfil their statutory obligations re- 
lating to the supply of water; to supply some places adjoining their 
district ; and to acquire additional lands ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills 


Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill.—‘To empower the 
Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Company to construct a new 
railway in the county of Monaghan, and to abandon a portion of their 
authorised railways ; to change the name of the Company ; to authorise the 
Great Northern Railway Company (Ireland) to work the undertaking of 
the. Company ; and to subscribe towards their capital; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


Knaresborough Improvement Bill.—‘“To make further provision with 
regard to the market, water, and gas undertakings of the Urban District 
Council of Knaresborough : and for the improvement, health, and local 
government of the district,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Southport and Cheshire Lines 
Extension Railway) Transfer Bill.—“ To provide for the transfer of the 
undertaking of theSouthport and Cheshire Lines Extension Railway Company 
to the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill — ‘To authorise 
the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company to acquire the undertaking 
of the Drogheda Steam Packet Company, Limited, and to provide steam 
vessels to ply between the ports of Liverpool and Fleetwood and the port 
of Drogheda ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 
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Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill.—“ For con- 
ferring further powers on the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Se ©) \Peae -" ‘es sis ihe me ies din pe ha 


Leicestershire and Warwickshire Electric Power Bill.“ For incorpor- 
ating and conferring powers on the Leicestershire and Warwickshire Electric 
Power Company,” read the first time ; to be read a second time ... ae 


Leyland and Farington Gas Bill.—‘“ To authorise the Leyland and Faring- 
ton Gas Company to convert their existing share capital ; to raise further 
capital ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills “ sg ib ms 


Limpsfield and Oxted Water Bill—‘“To authorise the Limpsfield and 
Oxford Water Company to make ‘additional waterworks ; to extend the 
limits of supply of the Company ; to raise additional Capital ; to confer 
further powers upon the Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... ste OS 


Lincoln and East Coast Railway and Dock (Abandonment) Bill.—“ For 
the abandonment of the Lincoln and East Coast Railway and Dock ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills... a rok oh abe ies ae: ae 


Liverpool Corporation Bill.—“ For authorising the Corporation of the City 
ot Liverpool to execute certain street improvements and to acquire certain 
lands for the protection of their Rivington water supply ; for confirming 
an agreement between the Corporation and the Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board; for making further regulations with respect to streets 
and buildings, and with respect to sanitary matters ; For con- 
ferring on the Corporation powers with respect to Stanley Cattle 
Market ; for amending divers provisions of the local Acts in force within 
the City ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second 
time... me = , . was . a 


London and India Docks Company (Lighterage Rates, &c.) Bill—“ To 
authorise the levying of certain rates, tolls, charges in respect of lighters, 
barges, or other craft discharging or receiving ballast or goods in the Docks 
of the London and India Docks Company, and in respect of such ballast or 
goods ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills eae nots A aos 


London and India Docks Company (Various Powers) Bill—“To em- 
power the London and India Docks Company to acquire further lands ; to 
make further provision with regard to craft resorting to their docks ; to 
confer further powers upon and to amend the Acts relating to the Com- 
pany ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ob be tds eee 15 


London and North-Western Railway Bill.—‘“ For empowering the London 
and North-Western Railway Company to construct additional dock works at 
Garston and for conferring further powers upon that Company in relation to 
their own undertaking, and upon that Company andtheGreat Western Railway 
Company in relation to their joint undertaking, and upon the Shropshire 
Union Railways and Canal Company in relation to their undertaking ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills .,. ne = Au wes a et: as 








Jn 
Lo: 


Loi 


Mar 


Met 


Metr 








/é 


iz 
3] 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Jounuary 31.] 


London School Board (Superannuation) Bill.—“To make provision with 
respect to superannuation and other allowances granted or to be granted 
by the School Board for London ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time ae nie = as 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill.—‘ To confer further powers 
upon the London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Company ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill.—‘“ For con- 
ferring further powers upon the Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express 
Railway Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Manchester Corporation (General Powers) Bull.—‘ To confer further 
powers upon the Lord Mayor, Alderman, and Citizens of the City of Man- 
chester with reference to the construction of railway and other works in 
connection with their electricity undertaking ; the widening of streets, and 
the acquisition and appropriation of lands, and with respect to new build- 
ings, regulation of street traffic, and other matters affecting the health and 
good government of the city ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to he read a second time pe a at ee 


Manchester (Market Street Area) Improvements Bill. —‘“ To authorise 
the construction of a new street and other improvements in the neighbour- 
hood of Market Street, Manchester ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; to be read a second time ... a an ag wae 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill.‘ For empowering the Metropolitan 
District Railway Company to lay down and maintain substituted mains for 
electrical energy and to work certain railways by electrical energy ; to 
acquire lands; to extend the time for the completion of certain railways 
and compulsory purchase of lands ; to constitute the railway authorised by 
The Metropolitan District Railway Act, 1897, a separate undertaking ; to 
raise further capital; and for other purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Metropolitan Railway Bill.--“ To authorise the Metropolitan Railway 
Company and the Harrow and Uxbridge Railway Company to execute 
further works and to acquire additional lands for the enlargement and the 
improvement of the Baker Street Station ; to acquire other lands for 
generating electricity for the electrical working of their undertaking and 
undertakings in which they are jointly interested with other companies ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... 


Middlesex County Council Tramways Bill. — “For empowering the 
County Council of Middlesex to exercise certain powers vested in local 
authorities under the Tramways Act, 1870 ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time He : 


Midland Railway Bill.—“ To confer additional powers upon the Midland 
Railway Company and upon the Midland and Great Northern Railways 
Joint Committee and upon the Norfolk and Suffolk Joint Railways 
Committee for the construction of works and the acquisition of lands ; to 
authorise agreements between the Midland Railway Company and the 
Midland and Sonth Western Junction Railway Company ; to provide for 
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the vesting of the Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway in the 
Midland and Great Eastern Railway Companies ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills 


Midland Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill —‘ For empowering the Midland 
Railway Company to provide and use steam vessels; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill—‘“ To confer further powers 
upon the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Company, Limited, for the 
construction of works and the supply of electrical energy ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
tor Private Bills 


Newport Corporation Bill.—‘“To confer further powers upon the Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Burgesses of the borough of Newport for the construction 
of tramways and other works; and for other ‘purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time 


North Eastern Railway Bill.— ‘To confer additional powers upon the 
North Eastern Railway Company, and upon that Company jointly with the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company, for the construction of new 
railways and other works and the acquisition of lands, and jointly with 
the Midland and Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Companies in respect 
of their Normanton Station; and for vesting in the Company and the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company the Goole and Marshland 
Light Railway and the Isle of Axholme Light Railway ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill —“ For extending the 
limits of supply of and for conferring further powers upon the North 
Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Company ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Sills 


North Metropolitan Tramways Bill. — “To authorise the use of 
mechanical and electrical power upon the tramways of the North 
Metropolitan Tramways Company, in the County of Middlesex ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 


Northumberland Electric Power Bill—‘For incorporating and confer- 
ring powers on the Northumberland Electric Power Company,” read the 
first time ; to be read a second time ... 


North Warwickshire Water Bill ——“To provide for the better definition 
of the terms of transfer by the North Warwickshire Water Company of a 
portion of their undertaking to the Corporation of Coventry ; to authorise 
the Company to acquire land and construct works and to enlarge their area 
of supply; and for other purposes,” read the first time; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill. — “To authorise the 
construction of railways between Nottingham and Retford ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 
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Omagh Urban District Gas Bill—‘“To provide for the transfer of the 
undertaking of the Omagh Gas Company to the Omagh Urban District 
Council; and to authorise that Council to supply gas; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Preston Corporation Bill. — “To enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the borough of Preston to reconstruct their existing, and to 
construct additional, tramways in and adjacent to the borough, and to make 
provision with respect to children trading in the streets; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Rathmines and Rathgar Urban District Council Bill —‘“To confer powers 
on the Urban District Council of Rathmines and Rathgar, in the county of 
Dublin, with respect to buildings, streets, and sanitary and other matters 
for the improvement and good government of their district, to take over 
and maintain a certain road in their district as a public road, to acquire by 
agreement a certain piece of land in their district, and lay out and maintain 
the same as a public park; to borrow moneys; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Richmond Hill (Preservation of View) Bill —‘“ To provide for vesting com 
mon and other land in local authorities as public open spaces in order to 
preserve the view from Richmond Hill; and for other purposes,” read the 
tirst time; to be read a second time ... ay & 


Salford Corporation Bill.—“ To enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses 
of the Borough of Salford to construct additional tramways, to make street 
improvements, and to raise additional moneys by mortgage, and by the 
creation and issue of stock ; and to make further provisions for the good 
government of the Borough; and to provide for a Board for working 
the tramways in the said borough and the city of Manchester 
and adjacent districts ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time... ve eo a is ba 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill—‘“To empower the South Metropolitan Gas 
Company to acquire additional lands for the manufacture of gas and for 
other purposes of their undertaking ; to make other provisions as to the 
testing of the gas of the Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill—‘“ To enable the South 
Wales Electrical Power Distribution Company to acquire additional lands ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... a 


Thames River Steamboat Service Bill.—‘ To provide for the transfer of 
certain piers and landing places on the River Thames to the Thames Steam-’ 
boat Company (1897), Limited, and to remove certain restrictions affecting 
the steamboat service thereon ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Ticehurst Water Bill“ To incorporate the Ticehurst Water Company, and 
to enable them to supply with water the Parish of Ticehurst and certain 
other parishes in the county of Sussex,” read the first time; to be read a 
second time... = ons gee on ove ove oe ove 


Tipton Urban District Council Bill —“ For conferring powers on the Urbau 
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District Council of Tipton, in the county of Stafford, with respect to the 
tramways and in regard to the health, local government, and improvement 
of their district ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a 
second time soe ye mah ya 


Wadhurst Gas Bill.‘ To incorporate the Wadhurst Gas Company, and to 
enable that Company to supply with gas the parishes of Wadhurst, Tice- 
hurst, and other places in the county of Sussex,” read for the first time ; 
to be read a second time ¥ ae 


West Gloucestershire Water Bill.—“ For extending the limits of supply of 
the West Gloucestershire Water Company, and for authorising the Company 
to raise further capital; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill.—‘“ To confer further powers on the 
Whitechapel and Bow Railway Company ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 


Oui) AGE PENSION SCHEME.—Petition from Baildon, for adoption ; to lie upon 
the Table a 


Sate OF INTOXICATING Liquors ON SuNDAY BiILL.—Petitions from Hackney, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Laxp Recistry (New Buitpines) Act, 1900.—Account presented, showing 
the money issued from the Consolidated Fund under the provisions of The 
Land Registry (New Buildings) Act, 1900, and of the Expenditure ; the 
money expended and borrowed, and the S Securities created under the said 
Act, for the period ended the 31st March, 1901 ; together with the report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table and to be printed. [No. 36.] = a3 lig ith 


Pupiic OFFICES (ACQUISITION OF SITE) ACT, 1895, SEsston 2; PuBLic 
OFFICES (WESTMINSTER) SiTE Act, 1896; PuBLic OFriceEs (WHITEHALL) 
Sitk Act, 1897; AND Po BLIC BUILDINGS EXPENSES ACT, 1898.—Account 
presented, showing the moneys issued out of the Consolidated Fund, the 
moneys borrowed and the securities created in respect thereof, the disposal of 
moneys issued to the National Debt Commissioners for temporary invest- 
ment, and the expenditure, under the provisions of the Acts, to the 31st 
March, 1901; together with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon [by Act]; to le upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Army (Troops AND Horses EMBARKED FOR SoutH AFRICA).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Return showing the numbers of Troops and Horses that have 
embarked for South Africa from 1st January, 1900, to 31st December, 
1901 [hy Command]; to lie upon the Table 


University OF St. ANDREWs.—Copy presented of Abstract of Accounts of the 
University for the year ended 30th  pageinienns 1901 i [by sel, ; to lie upon 
the Table and to be printed [No. 38.] : ay pid cee 
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CivIL SERVICES AND REVFNUE DEPARTMENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES, 
1901--2),—Estimate presented, of the Further Sum required to be voted for 
the Service of the year ending 31st March, 1902 [by Command]; referred 
to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed, [No. 39.] 


TRADE ReEporTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2,740 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table - ss ; is wy ae 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—BoER INTERCOURSE WITH EvRopE.—Question, Mr. 
Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


LORD MILNER AND THE “ JOHANNESBURG STAR.”—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, 
KE) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Bir- 
mingham, W.) a 


Miss HopHouse.—-Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donezal, 8.) ; Answer, Mr..J. 
Chamberlain rs ry ae ae F at ; 


POSTAL VOLUNTEERS AT THE FRONT.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


OFFICERS’ SERVANTS ON ACTIVE SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Thomas Shaw 
(Hawick Burghs) ; Answer, Mr Brodrick 


Army PeENsions—CAsE OF PrivATE CoBurN.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell 
(Longford, N.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office, (Lord 
Stanley Lancashire, Westhoughton) Be 4A 


IsLAND Bripce Barracks, DuBiin.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, Col- 
lege Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanley - 3 


TipreRARY Minirary MAN@®vuvresS.—Question, Mr. Cullinan (Dipper: y, 8.); 
Answer, Lord Stanley ‘ ; os 


WaIMA ARBITRATION.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour : she re 


BRITISH CLAIMS AGAINST THE PorTE. — Question, Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, 
Prestwich) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 7 5 re me 


VACCINATION EXEMPTION CERTIFICATE CHARGES.—Question, Mr. Harwood 
(Bolton) ; Answer, The ene of State for the Home Department (Mr. 
Ritchie Croydon) d ¥ ae a ou oe als + 


Prison INspecTION.—Question, Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.); Answer, Mr 
Ritchie ae , te ese 2 


Prison LABOUR. 
Ritchie 





Mr. Flower, Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answers, Mr. 


DISTURBANCE AT ANTI-WAR MEETING AT BIRMINGHAM.—Questions, Mr. Flynn 
(Cork Co., N.) and Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Ritchie 
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ALIEN ImuicratTion.—CrIMINAL STATISTIC.—Question, Mr. Hay (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ove oes oes eas ose oes 


BoiLER EXPLOSION ON THE * DUKE OF NORTHUMBERLAND.”—Question, Mr. 
Emmott (Oldham); Answer, the President of the Board of Trade (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds Central) -_ int oe oes ote asa 


VALUATION BILL.—Question, Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) ; Answer, 
The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, York- 
shire, N.R., Thirsk)... ie ae oe ast ae ee 

Post OFFICE AGREEMENT WITH THE NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY.—Ques- 
tions, Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge), Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, 
Mid.) ; Answers, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain (Worcestershire, E.) — ... or ‘ies re ove “s 

New PostaGE STAMPs.—-Question, Dr. W. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain _... me — as is ae 

Post OrricE—MraAL RELIEFS AT THE E.C. OFrrice.—Question, Mr. Hay ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... a ee _ “th se 

CORNAKELLY AND CorGLass Town Lanps.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham,. Dover)... 

Dustin PoLice ARRANGEMENTs.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Mr: 
Wyndham es 

Wurtre Estate, BaNtry.—Question, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork Co., W.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ~ pi eos — et ost st — me 

TorreNHAM Estate, Lerrri.—-Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham re bea aaa i 

KILGRAFF FARM, Dowra, LErrr1m.—Question, Mr. P. A. McHugh ; Answer,. 
Mr. Wyndham ... Me sin cee ore se se ; a 

PROTECTION OF IrIsH FISHERIES.—Question, Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham Pin se ee a fu! ins oe 


InisH Locat TAXATION COMMISSION.—Question, Mr. Sheehan (Cork Co., Mid.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ss ie 


Mouwitt, CourcHyARD.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr Wyndham 
Moypow CHURCHYARD.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Irish Poor Law Union BounDArRtEs.—Question, the Marquess of Hamilton 
(Londonderry) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham in _ ~ 

TALLow PoLicE.—Question, Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham ee ae aie ii Hee sa ve ps — 

Mr. Davin O’Kvurrr or TALLOW.—Question, Mr. O’Shee ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham se eae ~ te _— ip sis wi int 


Irish Lanp Purcuase BiLt.—Question, Mr. John Gordon (Londonderry, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... eee dn sx ose ove one 
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IrtsH MAIL SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Cullinan ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain 


WoopLawNn (GaLway) Posr Orrice.—Question, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain se rf "a 


PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE IN FOREIGN PARLIAMENTS.—Questions, Mr. Dillon 
and Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovusk.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs); Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne); Mr. Gibson Bowles, Sir 
William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) ; Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; 
Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ; and Mr. Alfred Thomas (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour - 


NEW BILLS. 


HousinG OF THE WORKING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF LOANs).—Bill to extend 
the period for the Repayment of Loans raised for the provision of Work- 
men’s dwellings, and to confer further borrowing powers on Local Author- 
ities, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Hay, Mr. Bull, Mr. Duke, Mr. 
Evelyn Cecil, Mr. Flower, Mr. Goulding, Mr. Remnant, and Mr. Harry 
Samuel. 


Housing of the Working Classes (Repayment of Loans) Bill.—“ To extend 
the period for the Repayment of Loans raised for the provision of work- 
mens dwellings, and to consider further borrowing powers on Local 
Authorities,” presented and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 14th February, and to be printed. [Bill 75.] 


REGISTRATION OF Firrms.—Bill for the Registration of Firms and persons carry- 
ing on business under trade names, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Emmott, Mr. James Heath, Sir Alfred Hickman, Mr. Holland, and Mr. 
Walter Palmer. 


Registration of Firms Bill.—‘“ For the Registration of Firms and persons 
carrying on business under trade names,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 7th May, and to be 


printed. [Bill 76.] 


County Councits (ByE-LAws).—Bill to amend the Law with regard to the 
making of Bye-laws by County Councils, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse, Sir John Dorington, and Mr. Humphreys-Owen. 


County Councils (Bye-Laws) Bill.—‘“ To amend the Law with regard to the 
making of Bye-laws by County Councils,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday, 10th February, and to be printed. 


[Bill 77.] 


HiGuer Epucation (LocaL AvuTuorittés).—Bill for making better provision 
for the promotion by Local Authorities of Education other than Elementary 
Education ; and for other purposes, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Henr 
Hobhouse, Mr. Flower, Colonel Williams, Sir Francis Powell, Mr. Bill, and 
Mr. William Lawrence. 


Higher Education (Local Authorities) Bill—‘“ For making better pro- 
vision for the promotion by Local Authorities of Education other than 
Elementary Education ; and for other purposes,” presented, and read the 
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first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 10th February, and to 
be printed. [Bill 78.] .. “ = 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
| Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1901-2.—Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £5,000,000, be granted 
to His Majesty, to defray the charge which will come in course of payment, 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for Additional 
Expenditure, due to the War in South Africa, in respect of the following 
Army Services, viz. :— 


ra 
. 


Vote 6. Purchase of Remounts ie re aS 2.000000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and other ‘supplies ae Se gas 3,000,000 
Total... sss w. £ 5,000,000 


The Secreary of Stute for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guiid ford) 
Sir LI. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 

Sir Blundell, Maple (Camberwell, Dulwich) 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) 

Colonel Brookfield (Susser, Rye) .. 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, WV. ") 

Mr. Brodrick ee 

Mr. Lubouchere ( Northampton) 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That Item, vol. 6 (Purchase 


of Remounts, be reduced by £100. (Mr. Labouchere.) 


Sir Charles Welby (Nottinghamshire, Newark.) 

Sir Arthur Huyter (/Valsall) cae seis ee ras ae 4G 

The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, 
West Houghton) .. 

Mr. Chaplin ( (Eincdlaahine: Sleuford) 

Cuptain Norton (Newington, W.) ... 

Mr. Brodricl, 

Mr. Soures (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 75 ; Noes, 106 (Division List, No. 10.) 


Original Question again Proposed. 


Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N. Rss _ 
Colonel Lockwood (Hssexr, r Epping) 
Mr, Dillon (Mayo, E.) a 

Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 
Mr, James Lowiher (Kent, Thanet) 
Mr, Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Mr. Brodrick 5 oe 
Sir H. Camphell- Rainrmin 
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Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) a ss Em seu: ' a 
Mr. Norval Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) ne si ee a 
Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster) .. hs ae es sits i 
Colonel Legge (St. George's, Hanover Square)... as me sae, S49 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham)... ish wr i js) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 159; Noes, 56. (Division List, No. 11.) 
NAVY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1901-02. 

Motion made and Question proposed, “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £200,000 be granted to His Majesty, to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, oe for additional expenditure on the following 
Navy Services, viz : 


t 
Vote 8, Sec. 3. Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, &¢.— 
Contract Work os ‘ 150,000 
Vote 11. Miscellaneous Effective Service ae a a 50,000 





Total £260,600 
Resolution to be reported upon Monday next, Committee also report pro- 
gress ; to sit again upon Monday next ... ii sa “3 a 


or 
wr 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock till Monday next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 3rp FEBRUARY, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bristol Corporation Bill [u.1.|; Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and District 


Electric Railway (No. 2.) Bill [H.1.] ; Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill 
H.L.]; Kings “Road Railway (P utney Extension) Bill [H.L. |; Liverpool 
Cathedral Bill [H.L.] ; Margate hen saanes Water Bill [H.1.}: Presented 
and read 1* . ee sid rd ys 


Baker Street and Waterloo — Bill is ]; Bradford-on-Avon Gas 


Bill [u.1.] ; Great Northern and Strand Railway Bill [H.L.]; Great Northern 
Railway (No. 2) Bill [H.L.]; National Telephone Company (Kingston-upon- 
Hull) Bill [1.1.]; National Telephone Company (Manchester Area) Bill 
[uH.L.]; Presented ; read 1*; and referred to the Examiners a 52 ass 


~ 


Plymouth, Devonport, and South-Western Junction Railway Bill | ii.1. 


South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways bil in i : 
Sutton Bridge Dock Bill [H.L.]; Swindon United Gas Bill [H. ipa a Vale 
Railway B ill [H.L.]; Weardale and Shildon District Water Bill fu. L.|: Pre- 


sented ; read 1"; and referred to the Examiners... ae oa se ss 


West and South London Junction Railway Bill [H.1.|.—A petition of 


President, &c., of St. George’s Hospital, praying for leave to present a 
petition, praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill, although the time 
limited by Standing Order No. 92, for presenting such petition, has expired ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table; and Standing Order No. 92 to be 
considered tomorrow in order to its being dispensed with in respect of the 
said petition ... ose aa ie aed ee ao wa we SS 
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tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Army.—Return showing the numbers of troops and horses that have embarked 
for South Africa from Ist January, 1900 to 31st December, 1901 


RamLway AccipENTS.—Returns of accidents and casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several railway companies in the United Kingdom 
during the nine months ending 30th September, 1901, in pursuance of the 
Regulation of Railways Act (1871); together with reports of the inspecting 
officers, assistant inspecting officers, and sub-inspectors of the Railway 
Department to the Board of Trade upon certain accidents which were 
inquired into 


IrtsH LAND CoMMISSION PROCEEDINGS.—Return for the month of November, 
1901 


MISCELLANEOUS, NO. 1 (1902).—Reports from His Majesty’s representatives in 
foreign countries respecting the methods of taking divisions in legislative 
assemblies, and the number and duration of the sittings 


Trade Reports.—(1). Miscellaneous Series, No. 572, Wiirtemberg (higher, 
middle, and lower schools). (2). Annual Series, No. 2741, China (Ssumao 
and Mengtse). Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) Act, 1889.—Abstract of accounts for the University 
of St. Andrews for the year ended 30th September, 1901, being the annual 
report on the state of the finances of the university under the provisions of 
section 30 of the Act; laid before the House (dursuant to Act) and oadered 


to lie on the Table Ss nae be ape ive ae 4 shi 
NEW BILLS. 


Plumbers’ Registration Bill [1.1.].—<A Bill for the registration of plumbers 
—Was presented by the Lord Glenesk ; read 1"; to be printed ; and to be 
read 2* on Monday next. [No. 8.] 


Light Load Line Bill [H.1.|.—-A Bill to supplement the law relating to load 
lines on merchant ships—Was presented by the Lord Muskerry ; read 1°; 
and to be printed. [No. 9.] 


Vaccination Act, 1898, Amendment Bill [H.L. ].—A Bill to amend the Vaccina- 
tion Act, 1&898—-Was presented by the Lord Newton ; read 1*; and to be 
printed. [No. 10.] 


MEAT SUPPLIES FOR THE TROOPS IN SOUTH AFRICA.—The Under Secretary of 
State for War (Lord Raglan) ... 
Buri Carrington 


Betrinc.—The evidence taken before the Select Committee from time to time 
to be prinved, but no copies to be delivered except to members of the Com- 
mittee until further order (No. 11.) sll 


Private LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—-The Chairman of 
Committees (The Earl of Morley) oe: ne ‘on fe ve 
Moved, as a new Standing Order : All petitions deposited at the Ottice of the 

Secretary for Scotland, pursuant to General Orders in favour of or 
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against a Draft Provisional Order shall, on transmission from the Office 
of the Secretary for Scotland, be received as if duly deposited in favour a 
of or against the substituted Bill—(The Earl of Morley). i 
158 Agreed to: The said Order to be added to the Roll of Standing Orders ; z 
to be numbered 189 ; and to be printed. (No. 12.) ... ose .» = =163- 
Cremation Bill [H.L.|—House in Committee (according to order) ; Amend- & 
ments made; Bill recommitted te the Standing Committee; and to be 
printed as amended. (No. 13.) ee ie ie sa be x 16% 
. House adjourned at five minutes before Five o'clock, till Tomorrow, 
158 half-past Ten o’clock. 
159 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 3rp FEBRUARY, 1902. 
159 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


Mr. SPEAKER’s INDIsposition.—The House being met, the Clerk Assistant at ‘ 
159% the Table informed the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker | 
owing to indisposition ; Whereupon the Chairman of Ways and Means 
came to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as — sas 
pursuant to the Standing Order ie se 163: 


¢ 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

159 

Private Bits [Lor/s|.—Mr. Deputy Speaker laid upon the Table Report from 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in respect of the Bills 
comprised in the List reported by the Chairman of Ways and Means as 
intended to originate in the House of Lords, they have certified that the 
Standing Orders have been complied with in the following cases, viz :— 





Manchester District Telephone Board ; Whitstable Improvement ... 164 


PRIVATE BILL PEriTions (STANDING ORDERS NOT CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. 
159 Deputy Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, im the case of the Petition for the following 

Bill, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz :— 


159 Sheftield, Rotherham, and Bawtry Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
160 Standing Orders wh in at ye ihe sa me ... 164 
162 eee 
Private BiLt Petitions [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).-— 
Mr. Deputy Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the fol- 
163 lowing Bill, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with, viz. :— 


163 Saddleworth, Springhead, and Lees Tramways Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders eas avs at _ ae snp vee -. 164 











“XxViii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
February 3.) 
Lonpon County CounciLt (ELECTRIC SUPPLY).—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. John Burns, Sir Samuel Scott, Mr. Lough, and Dr. 
Macnamara 


Lonpon County CounciL (GENERAL Powers).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. John Burns, Mr. Lough, and Dr. Macnamara 


Lonpon County CounciL (SUBWAYS AND TRAMWAYs).—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. John Burns, Sir John Dickson-Poynder, 
and Mr. Peel ro ae ae 


Lonpon WATER PURCHASE.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
John Burns, Mr. Lough, Mr. Sydney Buxton, Mr. Stewart Samuel, and Dr. 
Macnamara er ae 


West Ham Gas.-—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Major Banes 
and Mr. David Morgan 


YorK CorPORATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Butcher 
and Mr, Wilson-Todd 


FIsHGUARD AND RossLARE RaiLWAys AND Harpours,—Petition for Bill ; 
referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders a 

Eastbourne Corporation Bill.—‘“'To make further and better provision for 
the improvement, health, and good government of the borough of Eastbourne : 
and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be read a second time 


Leamington Corporation Bill.‘‘To make further and better provision in 
regard to the health, local government, and improvement of the borough 
of Royal Leamington Spa ; to repeal part of The Leamington Corporation 
Act, 1896; and tor other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second 
time ... ie io ene oes eee 


Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill.—‘To authorise the Corporstion 
of Manchester to construct additional tramways in the city ; to empower 
the Corporation to purchase a short length of tramway beyond the city, 
and to confer upon the Corporation running powers over certain other 
tramways beyond the city ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time sia 


Norwich Corporation (Electricity, &c.) Bill.“ To authorise the transter of 
the undertaking of the Norwich Electricity Company, Limited, to the Cor- 
poration of Norwich ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time ion 


Reading Gas Bill.—‘ For consolidating the capital of the Reading Gas Com- 
pany for enabling that Company to raise additional capital : and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


Shepton Mallet Gas Bill.—“ For incorporating and conferring powers oi: the 
S.aepton Gas Company,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
o- Petitions for Private Bills 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill.—“ For extending the time limited 
-+ for the acquisition of land and completion of works under The Southport 
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February 3.) 
District Tramroad Act, 1899, and The Southport and Lytham Tramroad 
Act, 1900 ; for authorising the issue of preferred and deferred half shares ; 
and for other purposes,’ ’ read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ... 


Wolverhampton Corporation Water Bill.—‘To empower the Corporation 
of Wolverhampton to construct additional waterworks, and to make further 
provision in regard to their water undertaking ; and for other a poses,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second time ‘ rs 2 es 


Huddersfield Corporation Bill.‘ To confer further powers upon the Mayor, 
Aldermen and Burgesses of the county borough of Huddersfield with 
respect to waterworks and other matters ; to pr ovide for the transfer of the 
Technical College and the Lockwood Mechanics’ Institution to the Cor- 
poration, and to make further provisions for the health and good govern- 
ment of the bor ough ; and for other ai _— ’read the first time: to be 
read a second time ite Ses s 


PETITIONS. 
LICENSING BILL.—Petition from Stafford, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION.— Petition from Bromley, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SIsTER BILL.—Petitions against ; from 
Staveley ; Wimbledon ; and Codford ; to lie upon the Table 


Mipwives Bitt.—Petition from Wimbledon, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 
v0ETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTs.—-Copy presented, of Returns of Accidents and Casualties 
as reported to the Board of Trade by the several Railway Companies in the 
United Kingdom during the nine months ending 30th September, 1901, 
together with Reports of the Inspecting Officers, Assistant Inspecting 
Otticers, and Sub- Inspectors of the Railway Departme nt to the Board 
Trade upon certain Accidents which were an into [by Command] ; 
lie upon the Table ius 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLIES IN ForeIGN Countries (MISCELLANEOUS, Ne, I, 
1302).—Copy presented, of Reports from His Majesty’s Representatives in 
Foreign Countries respecting the methods of taking Divisions in Legislative 
Asse smblies, and the number and duration of the Sittings [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


InisH LAND COMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS).—-Copy presented, of Returns of Pre- 
ceedings during the month of November, 1901 [by Command]; to Ie 
upon the Table ... 


Navy Estimates, 1902-3.—Estimates presented, for the year 1902—3, with 
Explanation of Differences {by Command]; Referred to the Committee of 
Supply, and to be printed. | No. 40.] 


NAVY (STATEMENT EXPLANATION OF EsTIMATES).—Copy presented, of ied 
ment of the First Lord of the Admiralty explanatory of the Navy 
Estimates, 1902-3 by Command}‘ to lie upon the Table ss 
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TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2741 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table ane na én Sd a Ain wm sen oe 


TrapE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 572 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table - — nn a8 ne a6 sn 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk Assistant. 


Inquiry INTO CHARITIES (CouNTY oF LANCASTER).—Further Return relative 
thereto [ordered 8th August, 1898; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. 
[No. 41. in wi a 


TELEPHONE EXCHANGES.—Return ordered, “ giving the names of all Telephone 
Exchanges of the Post Office in the United Kingdom, with the date of 
opening, the number of subscribers on each Exchange on the 31st day of 
December, 1899, 1900, and 1901, and the tariff.”—(Mr. Gibson Bowles. ) 


CCONTROVERTED ELECTIONS (PEMBROKE AND HAVERFORD).—Ordered, That the 
Copy of the Judge’s Report in the Pembroke and Haverford Election 
Trial [presented 22nd February, 1901] be printed. [No. 42.]— 
(Mr, Attorney General. ) bys ae = bea og ee Aes 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS (ISLINGTON).—Ordered, That the Copy of the Judge’s 
Report in the Islmgton Election Trial [presented 5th March, 1901} he 
printed. [No. 43.]— (Mr. Attorney General, ) = 5x A ea 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS (MONMOUTH BorouGHs).-—Ordered, That the Copy 
of the Judge’s Report in the Monmouth Boroughs Election Trial [presented 
24th April, 1901] be printed. [No. 44.]—(Mr. Attorney General.) 


QUESTIONS. 


South AFRICAN WAR—INQUIRY INTO CONDUCT OF THE WAR.—Question, 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A 
J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)  ... ails an ea Sai ae 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS — ANGLO-DUTCH PAPERs. guineas Mr. Labouchere 
(Northampton) ; Aouwer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. ns : 


British INDIAN SUBJECTS IN SOUTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Schwann oe 
chester, N.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies saa J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) oes ie we ies en (es 

LAND MORTGAGES IN THE ANNEXED REPUBLICS.—Question, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


MartiaAL Law—Cask OF THE MarRAis.—Question, Mr. Channing; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford)... 


ARMY Megat Contracts. — Question, Mr. Pirie; Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


Army ACCOUTREMENT CONTRACTS.— aati, Captain Norton (N sits W. 5 
Answer, Lord Stanley ... ie ek 
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February 3.) 
OFFICERS’ ACCOMMODATION AT FRIMLEY AND SALISBURY PLAIN.—Question, 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Unper AGE REcCRUITS.—Questions, Mr. O'Shaughnessy and Mr. Reddy (King’s 
County, Birr) ; Answers, Lord Stanley 


RECRUITING DirECT FROM ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Pirie; Answer, Lord 
Stanley ... 


Newport Mute Batrery.—Question, Mr. David Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley 5 wa x ail =: 


Orricers’ Pay ABROAD.—Question, Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.) 
Answer, Lord Stanley ... 


Jupcr ADVOCATE GENERAL.—Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) 
Answer, Lord Stanley 


New DockyArD SUGGESTED.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth (Caithness) ; Answer, 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


H.M.S. “IRRESISTIBLE.” — Question, Mr. Harmsworth; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster 


H.M.S. “Conpor.”—Questions, Mr. Harmsworth and Mr. William Allan 
(Gateshead) ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


BritisH Forces iN INDIA—-TrMkE-Expirep MEN.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, The Secretary of State for 
India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


Russia IN MANCHURIA.—Question, Mr. James O'Kelly (Roscommon, N.) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for {Foreign Affairs (Lord Cran- 
borne, Rochester) 


GENERAL MeEpicaL Councin — Case oF Dr. RENDALL. — Question, Dr. 
Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ; Answer,-The Under Secretary of State for 
the Home Department (Mr. Jesse Collins, Birmingham, Bordesley) 


HIGHGATE POLICE. 





Question, Captain Norton; Answer, Mr. Jesse Collins 


REGULATION OF THE SALE OF Portsons.—Question, Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, 
Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Jesse Collins ee ; 


DisTURBANCE AT ANTI-WAR MEETING AT BirMINGHAM.—Question, Mr. Flynn 
Cork, N.); Answer, Mr. Jesse Collins 


Tue “MrintAH” Crew’s GRIEVANCES. — Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, 
College Green) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) vie - : ie ws 


TUBERCULOSIS.—Question, Mr. Channing; Answer, The Secretary to the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N. R., Thirsk) 


‘SMALLPOX. i iad Mr. neti aaa (Salford, N.); Answer, Mr. Grant 

Lawson ... as ane ae ae ae ea <35 
LLLANELLY UNION—RELIEF DISTRIBUTION. — Questions, Sir Walter Foster 
(Derbyshire, Ilkeston) and Mr. Alfred Davies ee ene: 
Answers, Mr. Grant Lawson 
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LoNDON WATER BiLt.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answer, Mr. 


Grant Lawson 


Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 








BRIGHTON POsTMEN’s GRIEVANCE.—Question, Mr. 
W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 








ENGINEERING BRANCH OF PosTAL TELEGRAPHS.—Question, Mr. David Morgan, 


(Essex, Walthamstow) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain.. 


REGISTRATION OF SCOTTISH TEACHERS.—Question, Dr. Macnamara; Answer, 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 








(Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


ISOLATION OF THE NATIONAL GALLERY.—Question, Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, 
Chorley); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustines vob = 


WESTMINSTER ABBEY AND THE CORONATION.—Question, Lord Balcarres ; 


Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


TRELAND— DISCHARGING FIREARMS FROM THE PuBLIC RoAp-—- Question, Mr. 
Boland (Kerry, S.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. 


Wyndham, Dover) 


Irish TEACHERS’ PENSIONS.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny); Answer, 


Ir. Wyndham ... 


PoacHING PREVENTION IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Roche (Galway, EF.) ; 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Irish AGRICULTURAL GrANtT.—Mr. Lough (Islington, Ws); Answer, Mr. 


Wyndham 


TALLOW LIcENsING CAsr.-—Question, Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.); Answer, 


Mr. Wyndham 


DUBLIN) SHRIEVALTY.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), Mr. 


Nannetti, and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


RicuMond Lunatic ASYLUM.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor ave icklow, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


DERREEN AND FANORE FISHERMEN.—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ; 


Answer, Mr, Wyndham 


E_xcTion OF IntsH HIGH SHERIFF.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan W.) ; 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
Irish LAND BrLt.—Question, Mr. O’Shaughnessy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Gin Prer.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 






NATIONAL TELEPHONE Company's Dirrectory.—Questions, Mr. Caldwell and 
Mr. Horner (Lambeth, N.); Answers, The Financial Secretary to the 





James O'Connor (Wicklow, 












ConTINUATION CLAss CopE FoR SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason 
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February 3.] 
LABOURERS’ DWELLINGS IN WEXFORD. nee Mr. Ffrench pinion 8.) 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham : “ee ‘ 


Cork Post OFFICE BUILDINGS.—Questions, Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien (Cork), Mr. 
Crean (Cork, S8.E.), and Mr. Flynn ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION IN Cork CounTy.—Questions, Mr. Flynn, Captain 
Donelan (Cork, E.), and Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien ; re Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain . 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN RAILWAY CoMPANY’S RATES.—Questions, Mr. 
P. J. O’Brien (Tipperary, N.), and Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, E.) ; Answers, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ak Pao hes sie vai bag “a 


OMAGH FEMALE TELEGRAPHISTS.—Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Ty rone, — : 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain As es x % 


BELTURBET Post OFFICE.—Question, Mr. M’Govern ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain $e a ste ‘ eae ae wt 


Irish Mari DELAYs.—Questions, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.), Mr. O'Shaughnessy, 
and Mr. Flynn ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain vet ae 


In1isH Post OFFICE—SUPPLY OF CHANGE.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, S. )3 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ae ae ae re 


PROMOTION IN THE DuBLIN Post OFFiCcE.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain wes ba hy. ie fie wi 


OVERNMENT LICENSING BILL—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy ; Answer, Mr. 
Jesse Collins a = on % =f a 


GOVERNMENT EpucaTion Bitit.—Question, Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W. R., 
Elland) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... Kes re sed wi 


New ProcepureE RuLEs.—Questions, Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.), Mr. 
Dillon (Mayo, E.), Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich), Mr. James 
Lowther (Kent, Thanet), Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), 
Mr. John Redmond, Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford), Mr. Alfred 


Thomas (Glamorganshire, E.), and Earl Percy (Kensington, 8.) ; Answers, ~ 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 
Supr.y (Report) [31st JANUARY]. 
Resolution reported :— 


ARMY SUPPLEMENTARY EsTIMATEs, 1901—-02.—“ That a Supplementary sum not 
exceeding £5,000,000 be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1902, for Additional Expenditure, due to the War in South 
Africa, in respect of the following Army Services, viz. :— 


Vote 6. Purchase of Remounts id £2,000,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies ee 3,000,000 
Total ... _... ' £5,000,000 


Resolution read a second time :- — 
VOL. CII, [FouRTH SERIES]. ¢ 
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February 4. | 
Motion made and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, aprccare ie 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 

Col. Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... 

Sir Blundell Maple (Camberwell, Dulwich) 

Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) ... 

The First Lord of the Th Treasury (ar. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E. ci 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, EL.) ... 

Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 

Capt. Norton (Newington, W.) 

Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham) 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton)... 

Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) ... 

Mr. Philipps (Pembroke) ... 

Lord Alwyne Compton (Bedfordshire, Big side) 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.)... 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 226 ; Noes, 64. (Division List, No. 12.) 


INDIAN FAMINE COMMISSION. 


Motion made, and Question proposed : “ That this House approves of the 
several recommendations of the Famine Commission of 1901, made for 
the benefit of the agricultural population of India.—(Secretary, Lord 
George Hamilton.) 


Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ... 

The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlese Me Baleng) 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (De — W.) 

Sir Edgar Vincent (Ezeter) s 

Dr. Siipman (Northampton) ; 

Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W. R. a Barnsle v) 


It being Midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Oxtp AGE Pensions BiLL.—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn aes ag ‘i ye Jas 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—NEW PROCEDURE RUL¥s.—-On the motion for the 
adjournment of the House. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


Adjourned at Five Minutes after Twelve o’clock. 








HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 4TH FEBRUARY, 1902. 


EARL OF SEFtON.—Petition of Osbert Cecil Molyneux, Earl of Sefton in the 
Peerage of Ireland, and Baron Sefton of Croxteth in the Peerage of the 
United Kingdom, claiming a right to vote at the elections of Representa- 
tive Peers for Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor to consider 
and report thereupon to the House ... és se 
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February 4.) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Manchester District Telephone Board Bill [H.L.|—Presented, and read 1* 


Nobel’s Explosives Company, Limited (Ardeer Works Water Sup Phe 
Bill a .L.]; Scottish Equitable Life Assurance woreda Bill [x. si Te- 
sented ; read 1*; and referred to the Examiners 


THE LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 
with :— 


Whitstable Improvement. 

Manchester District Telephone Board. 

City and Brixton Railway. 

Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway (Abandonment). 


And the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have not been complied with :— 


Saddleworth, Springhead, and Lees Tramways. 
Sheftie!d, Rotherham, and Bawtry Railway. 


And the Certificates from the Examiners that the further Standing Orders 
applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 


Bristol Water [H ae 

Brompton and iccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, &c.) [H.L.]. 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway [H.L.]. 

Devonport Water [H.L.]. 

Deal and Walmer Gas [H.L. 

Chigwell, Loughton, and oodford Gras {H.L. ]. 

Longwood Gas [H.L.]. 


And also 'the Certificates from the Examiners that the Standing Orders 
applicable to the following Bills introduced in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
have been complied with :— 


Nobel’s Explosives Company, Limited (Ardeer Works Water Supply). 
Scottish Equitable Life Assurance Society. 

Caledonian Railway. 

North British Railway (General Powers). 

North British Railway (Steam Vessels). 


And the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have not been complied with :— 


Renfrew Harbour. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Abertillery Urban District Council Bill [H.L.]; Ashton-under-Lyne and 
Dukinfield Corporations (Alma Bridge, etc.) Bill [H.L.]; Birmingham 
Assay Office Bill [H.L.]; Birmingham Corporation Water Bill [H. il Brad- 
ford ae Bill be LJ; fos sonar and Neath thease 3 Bill [H. i 
Read 2° ... 
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February 4. | 
Buxton Urban Districts Council Bill [H.L.]; City and Crystal Palace Rail- 
way Bill [u.L.]; City and North East Su urban Electric Railway (No. 2.) 
Bill [H.1. : Darly Dale Water Bill [H.L.]; Devonport Corporation (General 
Powers) Bill (1. ; Devonport Corporation (Water) Bill [H.L.]; Dover 
Harbour Bill [u.1.] ; Felixstowe and Walton Improvement Bill [H. LJ; Lan- 
cashire County (Lunatic Asylums) Bill [H. a Leicester Corporation Bill 
~ .L.]; London united Electric Railways Bill [H.L.]; Medway and Thames 
anal Bill [H.L.]; Menai Bridge Urban District Council Bill [u.L.]; North 
and South Shields Electric Railway Bi H.L.] ; North-East London Rail- 
way (No. 2.) Bill [H.L.]; Nottingham Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Piccadilly 
and City Railway (No. 2.) Bill [H. tu]; Rhondda Urban District Council 
Tramways Bill [w.L.]; Read 2°... aS ek ae ls id 


Street Urban District Council Water Bill [H.L.]; Swansea Corporation 
Water Bill ‘y= ; Tyne Improvement Commission Bill [H.L.|; Wigan Cor- 
poration Bill [u.L.]; Ystradfellte Water Bill |H.L.]; Read 2*  ... ts 


West and South London Junction Railway Bill [H.L.]—Standing Order 
No. 92, considered (according to order), and dispensed with, with respect 
to a Petition of President, &c., St. oe a leave given 
to present the said Petition ‘ ins es 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Soutu Arrica.—Letter from -Assistant-General Tobias Smuts to Commander- 


General L. P. Botha 
CoLONIEs (ANNUAL).—No. 346. Northern Nigeria (Report for 1900-1901)... 


AFrica (No. 1.) 1902.—Correspondence with the Netherlands Government 
regarding the war in South Africa ssa is 


NAvy (ESTIMATES).—1. Estimates for the year 1902-1903 ; with explanation 
of differences. 2. Explanatory statement by First Lord of the eee 
Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table . . 


Loan Socteties.—Abstract of accounts. of loan societies in England and Wales 
furnished to the central office for the igi of ee Societies, for the 
year ended 31st December, 1900 bie se 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Supplementary 
Report by the Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and 
the Chairman of Ways and Means in the House of Commons, that clause 
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23 of the Glasgow Corporation (Gas, etc.) Order appears to them to 


contain provisions not proper to be inserted in a Provisional Order. 


Laid before the House ow 2 to ra and ordered to lie on the 
Table et ‘ 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE.—Appointed: The Lords following, with the 
ae of ———. were named of the Committee :—D. Bedford ; 
Marlborou D. Northumberland; M. Lansdowne; E. Derby; E: 
Scaladh E. Chisterfeld E. Jersey ; E. Lauderdale ; E. Waldegrave ; 

E. Cadogan ; E. Howe ; E. Amherst ; E. Camperdown; E. Dartrey ; E. 

de Montalt ; E. Carrington ; E. Crewe ; V. Sidmouth ; V. Knutsford ; V. 
Ridley ; L. Clinton ; L. Zouche of Haryngworth ; L. Balfour ; L. Boyle (E. 
Cork and Orrery) ; ‘ Ribblesdale ; L. Churchill ; L. Colchester ; L. Wigan 
(E. Crawford) ; ™ Poltimore ; L. Kintore (E. Kintore) ; L. ‘Belper ; L. 
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February 4.] Page 
Brougham and Vaux ; L. Fermanagh (Z. Erne) ; L. de Vesci (V. de Vesct) ; 
L. Herries ; L. Monkswell ; L. Colville of Culross ; L. Welby ; L. Ludlow. 


All petitions relating to Standing Orders which shall be presented 
during the present session referred to the Committee unless other- 
wise ordered $e at ~ a xe as re «. 338 
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STANDING COMMITTEE FOR PuBLic BILLs.—Ordered, that a Standing Com- 
mittee be appointed for the consideration of such Public Bills as may 
be committed to it by the House shi vn em gas a. 334 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE STANDING COMMITTEE.—Appointed : The 
331 Lords following, with the Chairman of Committees, were named of 
the Committee :—E. Cowper ; E. Stanhope ; E. Waldegrave ; L. Balfour ; 
L. Boyle (£. Cork and Orrery) ; L. Ribblesdale ; L. Kintore (E. ee L. 
Colville of Culross. The said Committee to meet forthwith ss 334 


House or Lorps Orrices.—Select Committee appointed: The Lords following, 

with the Lord Chancellor, the Lord President, the Lord Privy Seal, 

and the Chairman of Committees, were named of the Committee :— 

D. Richmond ; D. Northumberland ; M. Cholmondeley ; M. Ripon; M. 

332 Breadalbane ; E. Clarendon (LZ. Chamberlain) ; E. Chesterfield ; E. Walde- 
grave; E. Spencer ; E. Mount Edgecumbe; E. Cawdor; E. Camperdown ; 
K. Kimberley ; E. de Montalt ; E. Cranbrook ; E. Ancaster ; V. Hampden ; 
V. Cross; V. Peel; V. Knutsford; L. Balfour; L. Boy fle (E. Cork 

and Orrery) ; L. Ribblesdale ; L. Churehill ; L. Colchester ; L. cee (E. 


332 Roseberry) ; L. Kintore (£. ’ Kintore) ; L. Belper ; L. Rowton ; L. Tweed- 

om mouth; L. Monk rere L. Colville of Culross; L. Macnaghten ; 

322 L. Welby Ge ene ee 
CoMMITTEE OF SELECTION.—The Lords following, viz., E. Chesterfield, E. 

332 Waldegrave, L. Ribblesdale, L. Colville of Culross, with the Chairman of 


Committees, were appointed a Committee to select and propose to 
the House the names of the Five Lords to form a Select Committee 
.or the consideration of each opposed Private Bill... we << oo 


CoMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE STANDING COMMITTEE.—Report from, 
Chat the Committee have nominated the following Lords to serve on thie 

¥ Standing Committee :--L. Archbishop of Canterbury; E. Halsbury (J. 
332 Chancellor) ; 1. Archbishop of York; D. Devonshire (Z. President); M. 
Salisbury (L. Privy Seal); D. Bedford; D. Marlborough ; D. Northumber- 

land ; M. Lansdowne ; M. Bath ; M. Ripon ; E. Clarendon (L. Chamberlain) ; 

E. Derby ; E. Denbigh ; E. Stamford ; EK. Chesterfield ; E. Shaftesbury ; E. 

Jersey ; E. Lauderdale; E. Carnwath; E. Stanhope; E. Waldegrave ; 

E. Portsmouth ; E. Hardwick ; E. Spencer; E. Mansfield; E. Onslow; £. 

Grey ; E. Harrowby ; E. Morley; E. Vane (AM. Londonderry); E. Cawdor ; 

E. Camperdown ; E. Dudley ; E. Kimberley ; E. Dartrey ; E. Northbrook: ; 

333 E. Lytton; E. Selborne; E. Ancaster; E. Crewe; V. Falkland; V. Sid- 
mouth ; V. Gordon (£. Aberdeen); V. Hampden; V. Cross; V. Peel; V 
Knutsford ; V. Llandaff; V. Goschen; V. Ridley; L. Bp. Winchester; L. 
Zouche of Haryngworth; L. Windsor; L. Clifford of Chudleigh ; L. Bar- 
nard; L. Saltoun; L. Balfour; L. Boyle (£. Cork and Orrery); L. 
Ribblesdale ; L. Churchill; L. Harris; L. Plunket; L. Rosebery (£ 
Rosebery) ; L. Poltimore; L. Kintore (£. Kintore); L. Leigh; L. Elgin 
(E, Elgin and Kincardine) ; L. Belper ; L. Kinnaird ; E. Lawrence ; L. Sand- 
hurst ; L. Aberdare ; L. Fermanagh (£. Erne); L. Norton; L. Lamington; 
L. Rowton; L. Reay ; L. Tweedmouth ; L. Northbourne; L. Herries ; L. 
Monkswell ; L. Lingen ; L. Ashbourne; L. Thring; L. Macnaghten; L. 
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Cheylesmore ; L. Kelvin; L. Ashcombe; L. Newton ; L. Hawkesbury ; 
L. Stanmore ; L. Welby ; L. Daxey; L. Wandsworth ; L. Burghclere ; L. 
James; L. Pirbright; L. Glonesk; L. Heneage; L. Fairlie (£. Glasgow) ; 
L. Ludlow ; L. Glanusk ; L. Brampton; L. Cranworth; L. Avebury ; L. 
Alverstone. 


Read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


House adjourned at Ten Minutes past Four o'clock, to Thursday next, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 4TH FEBRUARY, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


Kinc’s SpEEcH (ANSWER TO ADDRESS).—The Comptroller of the Household 


reported His Majesty’s Answer to the Address as followeth :— 


I have received with great satisfaction the loyal and dutiful expression of 
your thanks for the speech with which I opened the present Session of Parliament 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Privatr BILLs STANDING (ORDER 62 CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 


the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz :— 


Bournemouth Gas and Water Bill. 
3roadstairs Gas Bill. 

Fareham Gas Bill. 

Great Eastern Railway Bill. 
Grand Junction Water Bill. 
Limpsfield and Oxted Water Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


SUBSTITUTED BILLs [Li a (STANDING ORDERS COMPLIED WITH).— Mr. Speaker 

laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
private Bills, That, in respect of the following Bills introduced pursuant to 
the provisions of The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
and which the Chairman of Ways and Means had directed to originate in 
the House of Lords, the Standing Orders have been complied with, viz. :— 


Nobel’s Explosives Company, Limited (Ardeer Works Water Supply) 
(Substituted Bill) [Lords]. 


Scottish Equitable Life Assurance Society (Substituted Bill) [Lords] ove 


SupstiTUTED Bitts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. 


Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in respect of the following Bill, introduced pursuant 
to the provisions of The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, and which the Chairman of Ways and Means had directed to originate 
in the House of Lords, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, 
viz. : — 
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Renfrew Harbour (Substituted Bill) [Lords]. 


Ordered, that the — be referred to the Select Committee on — 
Orders 


SHEFFIELD, ROTHERHAM, AND Bawtry RAiLway.—Petition for Bill ; cobb 
to the Select Committee on Standing Orders ve er a 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY.—Petition and Bill ordered, under The Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure ee Act, 1899, to be brought in by Mr. Renshaw and 
Mr. Hozier .. a 


NortH British RAILWAY sas Tg and Bill situa 
under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, to be 
brought in by the Earl of Dalkeith and Mr. Anstruther a wf 


NortH British RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS).—Petition and Bill ordered, under 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, to be brought i in 
by the Earl of Dalkeith and Mr. Anstruther 


London County Council (Electic Supply) Bill—‘“To make further 
provisions with respect to the purchase of electric undertakings in the 
Administrative County of London by the local authorities and the London 
County Council ; and with respect to the supply of energy from stations of 
the London County Council ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time is Sa oe ne sth 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill—<‘To empower the 
London County Council to purchase lands for various purposes ; to ora 
the time for completion of certain works and acquisition of lands ; 
empower the Metropolitan Borough Councils of Camberwell and F ulham 
purchase lands for open spaces and other purposes ; to empower Metropolitan 
Borough Councils to provide electric fittings ; to provide for the establish- 
ment of a fire insurance fund for the Council and other authorities ; to 
confer further powers upon the London County Council with respect to 
milk supply, common lodging houses, and other sanitary matters ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


London County Council (Subways and Tramways) Bill.—‘ To empower 
the London County Council to construct and use a subway and tramway 
between Theobald’s Road and the Victoria embankment ; to confer further 
powers on the Council with reference to subways and the laying of tramways 
therein ; and for other = poses,” read the first time ; to be read a second 
time aa 2 ia , 


London Water Purchase Bill.—‘“ To empower the London ane Council 
to acquire the | undertakings of the London Water Companies ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


SELECTION OF MEMBERS FOR SERVICE ON PRIVATE BILL COMMITTEES 
(EQuaL TREATMENT). 

Mr. David Thomas (Methyr Tydvil) 

Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) .. 

Motion made, and Question siibied: “Thatit be an instruction to 
the Committee that in selecting Members to serve on Committees for 
the consideration of private Bills exemption shall not be granted to any 
member on the general ground of the peculiar nature of his private pro- 
fession, business, or avocation, and all members shall receive equal 
treatment and consideration, and be called upon to serve.”—Question 
put. {Mr. David Thomas.) 
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Mr. Halsey (Herts, Watford) ntfs 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) 
Sir W. Hart Dyle;( Kent, Dartford 

Mr. Blike (Longford, S.) .. 0. 





Question put. 


The House divided—Ayes, 48 ; Noes, 245. (Division List, No. 13.) 
PETITIONS. 


East INDIA (CONDITION OF THE PEOPLE).—Petition from London for inquiry 
by a Royal Commission ; to lie upon the Table ep ms: a es 


LICENSING BiLL.—Petition from Patricroft, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WiFr’s SIsTER BiLL.—Petitions against ; from 
Willoughby, Swaffham, St. Leonards, Stanthorpe, Charwelton, Byfield, 
Penryn, Marston St. Lawrence, Fawsley, and Crowan; to lie upon the 
Table ae ss ins $63 


MIDWIVES BiLL.—Petition from Petworth, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


PusLic Houses (Hours or CLOSING) (SCOTLAND) AcT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BiLt.—Petition from Greenock, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... ne 


Pusiic Houses (Hours oF CLosING) (SCOTLAND) Bitt.—Petition from Edin- 
burgh and Leith, against ; to lie upon the Table o aA #4, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoLONIAL Report (ANNUAL).—Copy presented of Report No. 346 (Northern 
Nigeria, Report for 1899-1900) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


SoutH AFrica (LETTER OF GENERAL SMUTs).—Copy presented of Letter from 
Assistant General Tobias Smuts to Commandant General L. P. Botha [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Arrica (No. 1, 1902).—Copy presented of Correspondence with the Nether- 
lands Government regarding the War in South Africa [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table “se bes ste en we ses 


Licence Duties (BeLFast City). —Return presented relative thereto [Ordered 
28th January ; Mr. Field]; to lie upon the Table - we i 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884.—Copy presented of Treasury minute, dated 28th 
January, 1902, declaring that Mr. F. W. Hayden, First Class Clerk in the 
Department of the Solicitor to the Treasury, was appointed without a Civil 
Service Certificate through inadvertence on the part of the head of his 
Department [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... 


Ducuy oF CoRNWALL.—Account presented of the Receipts and Disbursements 
of the Duchy of Cornwall for the year ended 31st December, 1901 [by 


Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 45.]... 
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PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Copy presented of 
Supplementary Report by the Chairman of Committees of the House of 
Lords and the Chairman of Ways and Means in the House of Commons, 
under The Private “tail Procedure eee, Act, 1899 [by Ast; 
to lie upon the Table ... 


UNIVERSITY OF EpINBURGH.—Copy presented of Report on the State of the 
Finances of the University, made by the University Court, for the year to 
31st —- 1901 1 [by iiss to lie —" the i and to be ane 
[No. 46.] . 


UNIVERSITY OF EDINBURGH.—Copy presented of Annual Statistical Report by 
the University Court of the University of Edinburgh, for the year 1900- 
1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 47.] 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk Assistant :— 


Loan Socteties.—Abstract of Accounts of Loan Societies in England and Wales 
to 31st December, 1900, furnished to the Central Office for the Registry of 
Friendly Societies [by Act] ai ; ‘ é 


New MemBer Sworn.—Samuel Roberts, Esquire, for the piesa of Sheffield 
(Eceleshall Division) ... id hits vi ‘4 ip ae 
QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFrricAN WAR— CONCENTRATION CAMPs.—Question, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) an ae set ¥ 


GENERAL SMUT’S LETTER.—Question, Mr. Platt- Saccanel (Salford, N. ys ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain se 


Case or Dr. REINECKE.—Question, Mr. Channing; Answer he Secretary of 
State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) oe “vs ake 


War OFFICE INQUIRY ON QUESTIONS AFFECTING OFFICERS —Question, Mr. 
Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ins fee 


ARMING OF NATIVES.—Question, Mr. C. P. Scott eau alee Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick a sh ‘a3 wa on 


Army MeEpicaL ADVISORY BOARD. Papen Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; Answer. 
Mr. Brodrick wae as en a ais ahs ies 


Royat Army MEpIcaL Corps.—Question, Sir John Tuke aol and St. 
Andrews Universities) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick , - ‘ 


Remounts Inquiry.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke arene Forest o! 
Dean) , me 53 a e <a : ae 


Numper oF Mountep Troops in SoutR AFRICA.—Question, Sir Elliot Lees 
(Birkenhead) ; Answer, Mr Brodrick i as sek ih aN 


Pay OF VOLUNTEERS IN SOUTH aparece anvil Mr. Seely (Lincoln) 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick Sic ma Pa ue ing) 


Mrs. CHRISTIAN De WET.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answer, The Finan- 
cial —— to the War Office (Lord sear Lancashire Westhough 
ton) ne ne nak os sas 
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Boy ReEcrviTs.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley i oa a te ~~ ie ws a 


Army SERGE ConTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Sheehan (Cork Co., Mid.) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley ‘ ts me ry - MS ool 534 


H.MLS. “ TRRESISTIBLE.”—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, The sg ings. Ate to 
the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


UNCLAIMED NAVAL PRIzE Money. eres Mr, — irurcmaait 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster sae ! ae ae re 


H.M.S. “Conpor.”—Question, Mr. Harmsworth (Caithness); Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster ... i‘ iS ooh os Gt oe a aa 


ForEIGN ConsULS AT PRETORIA.—Question, Mr. Mildmay (Devonshire, Totnes) ; 
Answer, the Under Secretary of State for ee Affairs ae ores 
Rochester) ie ; : 


VACCINATION—EXEMPTION CERTIFICATES.—Questions, Mr. Logan (Leicester- 
shire, Harborough) and Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough) ; 
Answers, The Secretar. y of State for the Home ene (Mr. Ritehie 
Croydon) és “ ms 24s ; 


PoLicE RESERVISTS PENSIONS.—Question, Mr. Raymond Greene —— 
Chesterton) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie inte bas oe bias 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade —" Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ; ; 


SMALL-POX IN LoNDON.—Questions, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-on-Trent), and Sir John 
Tuke; Answers, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 7 as ae 


ORGANISATION OF PosTAL EMPLOYEES.—Question, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain, Worcestershire, E.) ms “ rs a ae 


PROMOTION AMONG NEWCASTLE TELEGRAPHISTS.—Question, Mr. Plummer 
(Newcastle-on-Tyne) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain e 


RoyaL ENGINEER TELEGRAPHISTS.—Question, Sir Savile nee aaa 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ie mn 


LEICESTER INCOME TAX COLLECTION. Rrgccnaace Mr. Levy ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain aia és ‘a ne ius zea ; 


Junior INSPECTORS OF ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) ; 
Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on Education 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) sits 


Roya Irish ConstaBULARY.—Questions, Mr. M’Govern (Cavan, W.), Mr. 
Dillon and Sir Howard Vincent ; Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) : ,; ei és 


Oaitpy Estate, County TyRoNE—TURBARY CLAIMS.—Question, Mr. —_— 


han (Tyrone, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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Mayo PostaL ARRANGEMENTS. Si tore cd Dr. Ambrose vase 0, ii rag 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 4 ‘ stil 


Crown RIGHTS ON THE CONNEMARA FoRESHORE.—Question, Mr. O’Malley 
(Galway, Connemara) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ee 


SENTENCE ON IRISH MEMBERS.—Questions, Mr. Dillon and Mr. John Redmond ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham and the First Lord of the iepicn “ A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


JupGE O'Connor Morris.—Questions, Mr. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.), Mr. John 
Redmond and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Town TENANTS.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien agenitei apa Mr. A. 
J. Balfour 20 ae a Pe . sen ‘i 


REPRESENTATIVE NONCONFORMISTS AT THE CORONATION.—Question, Mr. 
Harmsworth ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ue es sas wis 


PirATED MusicAL PUBLICATIONS.—Question, Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Keighley) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour are oe seit é 


New ProcEDURE RULES.—Questions, Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire) and 
Mr. Dillon; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour its xtF Se fe 


INDISPOSITION OF THE SPEAKER. 


Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling resins 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... 
Mr. Alfred Thomas (Glamor sganshire, E. ) 


NEW BILLS. 


(sROCERS’ CERTIFICATES (SCOTLAND).—Bill to amend the Law of Scotland as to 
Grocers’ Certificates, ordered to be brought in by Sir James Fergusson, 
Mr. Parker Smith, Sir Mark Stewart, and | Mr. Shaw-Stewart. 


Grocers’ Certificates (Scotland) Bill.—‘‘To amend the Law of Scotland as 
to Grocers’ Certificates,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 12th February, and to be printed. 


[Bill 79.] 


LocAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the provisions 
of the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1889, as to grants for medical 
relief and pauper lunatics, ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate, 
Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland, and Mr. Anstruther. 


Local Government (Scotland) Amendment Bill.“ lo amend the provisions 
of the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1889, as to grants for medical 
relief and pauper lunatics,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 80.] 


FRESHWATER FIsH (SCOTLAND).—Bill for the better protection of Freshwater 
Fish in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate, Mr. 
Solicitor General for Scotland, and Mr. Anstruther. 
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Freshwater Fish (Scotland) Bill.—“ For the better protection of Freshwater 
Fish in Scotland,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 81.] a ee 


County Courts.—Bill to extend the jurisdiction of the County Courts, and to 
amend the Acts relating or giving jurisdiction thereto, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Holland, Sir Alfred Hickman, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. M‘Kenna, 


and Mr. Schwann. 


County Courts Bill.—“ To extend the jurisdiction of the County Courts, and 
to amend the Acts relating or giving jurisdiction thereto,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon F riday, 21st March, 


and to be printed. [Bill 82.] .. 


CANAL TrAFFIC.—Bill to provide for the better regulation of Canal Traffic, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Holland, Sir John Brunner, Mr. Emmot, 
Mr. Field, Mr. Charles Hobhouse, Sir Alfred Hickman, Mr. Parkes, Mr. 
Joseph Walton, Mr. Whitley, and Mr. Wolff. 


Canal Traffic Bill.—‘“ To provide for the better regulation of Canal Traffic,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Friday, 
21st March, and to be printed. [Bill 83.] ‘is ea Es 


TRADE Untons.—Bill to amend the Law relating to Trade Unions, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Atherley-Jones, Mr. Abraham (Rhondda), Mr. Thomas 
Bailey, Mr. Bell, Mr. Burt, Mr. Channing, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Fenwick, 
Sir George Newnes, Mr. Pickard, Mr. D. A. Thomas, and Mr. John Wilson, 


(Durham). 


Trade Unions Bill.—‘ To amend the Law relating to Trade Unions,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 5th 


March, and to be printed. [Bill 84] 
OLD AGE PENSIONS. 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) 
{Motion ruled out of Order]. 
ESTABLISHED CHURCH (WALES). 


Mr. William Jones (Carnarvonshire, Arfon) 
Mr. Alfred Thomas (Glamorganshire, E.) ... 


Motion made and Question proposed—‘“ That, in the best interests of the 
Welsh nation and of the Church, the State establishment of the 


Church of England in Wales should cease to exist.”—(Mr. William 
Jones.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.) 


The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Crown) “a 


Sir William Harcourt sepesanneitiin W. - 
Mr. Seely (Lincoln) a 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 177 ; Noes, 218. (Division List, No. 14.) 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question—‘“ That this House do now adjourn” (Mr. 
Balfowr)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at a Quarter after Seven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 5ruH FEBRUARY, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Abercorn Urban District Gas Bill; Bedford Corporation Water Bill; 
Belfast Corporation Bill; Birkenhead Corporation Bill ; City of London: 
(Spitalfields Market) Bill; City of London (Streets) Bill; Cleethorpes 
Improvement Bill ; Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Council Bill ; 
Cornwall Electric Power Bill; Dartford Improvement Bill; Erdington 
Tramways Bill; Finedon Urban District Water Bill; Gloucestershire 
Electric Power Bill; Higham Ferrers and Rushden Water Board Bill ; 
read a second time, and committed ... ve we vas ott re 


Kent Electric Power Bill; Knaresborough Improvement Bill; Middlesex 
County Council Tramways Bill ; Newport Corporation Bill ; Northumber- 
land Electric Power Bill; Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill; Omagh 
Urbin District Gas Bill; Preston Corporation Bill; Richmond Hill 
(Preservation of View) Bill; Salford Corporation Bill; Ticehurst Water 
Bill; Tipton Urban District Council Bill; Wadhurst Gas Bill; read a 
second time, and committed i Kes dis die ime sen 


Caledonian Railway Bill.—‘To confer further powers on the Caledonian 
Railway Company in relation to their undertaking; to authorise certain 
alterations or deviations of the Callander and Oban and Lochearnhead, St. 
Fillans, and Comrie Railways at or near Lochearnhead Station ; to provide 
for the transfer to the Caledonian Railway Company of the undertakings of 
the Lochearnhead, St. Fillans, and Comrie and the Paisley and Barrhead 
District Railway Companies; to 1evive and extend the powers for. the 
purchase of lands and completion of works by the Caledonian and other 
Railway Companies; and for other purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills x 


West Ham Gas Bill—‘“To confer further powers on the West Ham Gas 
Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... a rs 


York Corporation Bill——‘‘To empower the Corporation of York to purchase, 
construct, and work tramways ; and to construct street improvements ; and 
to make further provision in regard to the navigation of the Rivers Ouse 
and,Foss, and the health, local government, and improvement of the city ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 
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North British Railway (General Powers) Bill—‘To authorise the 
North British Railway Company to construct certain new railways in the 
counties of Edinburgh and Haddington; to acquire the harbour at 
Cockenzie ; to provide for the conversion of the West Highland Railway 
Company’s stocks into debenture stock of the Company ; ; to confer further 
powers upon the Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills on ... 423 



















North British Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill—‘ To authorise the North 
British Railway Company to provide and use steam vessels ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills R 








PETITIONS. 





CuurcH DIsciPLINE.—Petition from asian for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table .. re bs us sn he Fs ya 






CLUBS REGISTRATION (SCOTLAND).—Petition from Kinning Park, for legisla- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table bos ses sas sand eas sie 










MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL.—Petitions against ; from 
Kneesall, Menheniot, Lewes, Ammanford, St. Sithney, Canterbury ‘(two), 
St. Clether, and Reading (four) ; to lie upon the Table __... .. 424 













OLD AGE PENSION SCHEME.—Petition from — for ons 


to lie upon 
the Table ‘ee 








PASSENGER Duty.—Petition of the Travelling Tax Abolition Committee, for 
repeal ; to lie upon the Table... ba sis bes his dak “ah 













SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAYS BILL. -— Petition from Little 
Heath, in favour; to lie upon the Table __... ibe vhs hs .. 424 








Sunpay TRADING (SCOTLAND).—Petition from — Park, for ew 
to lie upon the Table os _— “= co 7 “s — 
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PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 


[No. 48] 





Paper (presented 4th February) to be printed. 









MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL.—SECOND READING. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Rutherford (Lancashire, Darwen)... Bie _ pak .. 424 
Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrinyton) ... by ac 









Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”—(Mr. Lutherford.) 


Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) 
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Amendment proposed— To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the end of 
the Question, in order to add the words ‘this House, having regard 
to the fundamental character of the law of marriage, cannot agree to the 
Second Reading of this Bill.’”—(Sir Francis Powell)—instead thereof :— 


Question proposed—* That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Evelyn Cecil ( Aston Manor) ... 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N) 

Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, T'unbr idge)... 
Capt. Jessel (St. Pancras, S.) — . 

Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, St. A Ibans) 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkcudbrightshire) 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, racasoey ll 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) .. 

Sir Henry Fowler (Wi olverhampton, E.) . 


Several Members rose to continue the debate when 


Mr. RUTHERFORD rose in his place, and claimed to move “ That the Question 
be now put.” 

Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 223; Noes, 145. (Division List, No. 15.) 


Question put accordingly, “That the words proposed to be left out stand 
p Sly; propo 
part of the Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 246 ; Noes, 125. (Division List, No. 16.) 
Mr. RUTHERFORD claimed, “That the Main Question be now put.” 
Main Question put accordingly, “That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 249; Noes, 124. (Division List, No. 17.) 
Bill read a Second time. 
Bill committed for Monday next. 

Adjourned at Twenty-five Minutes before Six o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 6TH FEBRUARY, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The ]oRD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :— 
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Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 3.) [H.L.]. 
Central London Railway (New Lines) [H.L. |. 
Great Northern and City Railway [H.L.]. 
Rickmansworth Gas [H.L. ]. 
West Hampshire Water [H.L.]. 
Caterham and District Gas [H.L.]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Renfrew Harbour Bill ‘tie iceman read 1"; and referred to the 
Examiners so a ee ay Be 


Saddleworth, Springhead, and Lees sere gal TH. mee) Whitstable Im- 
provement Bill {u.L.].—Presented, and read 1* ist ‘al vis 


Charing Cross, Euston, & Hampstead Railway (No. 2.) Bill) [1.1]; 
Central Argentine and Rosario Railw ay Bill (u.L.]; Rhymney Railway Bill 
[H.L. ]. —Examiner’s Certificates of non- -compliance with the Standing Orders 
referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Thursday next : 


Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill; West Ham 
Corporation Bill ; Saddleworth, Springhead, and Lees Tramways Bill [H.1. ] ; 
Sheffield, Rotherham, and Bawtry Railway Bill; Renfrew Harbour Bill 
[H.L.]; Examiner’s Certificates of non- -compliance with the Standing Orders 
referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Thursday next ne 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (VIBRATION).—Report of the Committee appointed 
by the Board of Trade to inquire into the vibration produced by working 
of the traffic on the Central London Railway ; presented (by Command), 
and ordered to lie on the Table ion ae fate ne 4 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 28th January, 1902, declaring that 
Mr. T. W. Hayden, Ist Class Clerk in the Department of the Solicitor to 
the Treasury, was appointed without a Civil Service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the head of his Department - she 


Ducuy oF CoRNWALL.—Account of receipts and disbursements of the Duchy 
of Cornwall, for the year ended 31st December, 1901 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) Act, 1889 :— 


Abstract of accounts for the University of Edinburgh, for the 
year ended 31st August, 1901, being the annual report on the state of the 
finances of the University, under the provisions of section 30 of the Uni- 
versities (Scotland) Act, 1889. 


2. Annual statistical report by the University Court of the University 
of Edinburgh to the Secretary for Scotland under the provisions of section 
30 of the Universities (Scotland) Act, for the year 1900-1901. 


Laid before the House a to aust and ordered to lie on the 
Table . i a; an 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE STANDING CoMMITTEE.—Report from, that 
the Committee have nominated the following Lords to serve as Chairmen 
of the Standing Committée :—Z. Halsbury (L. Chancellor) ; E. Spencer ; 
E. Morley ; E. Camperdown ; V. Cross; L. Elgin (E. Elgin and Kincardine) ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; mee — ies ea 
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STANDING of the 
Standing Committee, that they have appointed the Viscount Cross Chair- 
man of the Standing Committee ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... 503 
House adjourned at Five Minutes past Three o'clock, till To-morrow, half 
past Ten o’clock. 

01 

01 

HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 6TH FEBRUARY, 1902. 

501 The House met at Three of the Clock. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private BILts (STANDING ORDER 62 CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
501 the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 62 has i i i 





Brighton and Rottingdean Seashore Electric Tramroad Bill. 
Lincoln and East Coast Railway and Dock (Abandonment) Bill. 
502 South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time tae waa ds 2 NERO: 
Lonpon WATER BILL (STANDING ORDERS COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the London Water Bill, referred pursuant to the 


502 Order of the House of the 31st vanes of Januar ny, ‘the Standing Orders have 
been complied with... ‘ .. 504 


BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAILWAY (ABANDONMENT).—Petition, and Bill 





ordered to be brought in by Mr. Wanklyn and Mr. Remnant wt ... 504 
502 ae 
PETITIONS. 
502 LICENSING BILL.—Petition from Poole, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. «504 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED Wire's Sister BILL.—Petitions against, from 
Grately and Westcliffe-on-Sea ; to lie upon the Table Ae 40 ... 504 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petition from Kingselere, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table £2 aN bd ied dit ... 504 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

CeNTRAL LONDON RAILWay (VIBRATION).—Copy presented of Report of the 
Committee appointed by the Board of Trade to inquire into the vibration 
produced by the working of the traffic on the Central London apes [by 

503 Command]; to lie upon the Table... ‘ A 504 


FactoRY AND WorksHop Acts (MANUFACTURE OF EARTHENWARE AND 
CuINnA).—Copy presented of Amended Special Rules, dated 30th December, 
1901, for the Manufacture of Earthenware and China, as established by the 
award of the weer, Lord James of Hereford bP Act) 5 to lie Kei the 
Table... 504 
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FACTORY AND WorKSHOP ACTS (PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF ANOTHER DAY FOR 
SATURDAY IN NEWSPAPER PRINTING OFFICES).—Copy presented of Order, 
dated 3rd February, 1902, made by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, in pursuance of Section 43 of The Factory and Workshop Act, 
1901, authorising the partial substitution in Newspaper Printing Offices of 
another day for Saturday as regards the hour at which the employment of 
young persons is required to end [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... 


Army Estimates (1902-3).—Copy presented of Army Estimates of Effective 
and Non-Effective Services for the year ending 3lst March, 1903 [by 
Command]; referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed. 
[No. 49.] ae ss ni vs fe its 


ArMY (ORDNANCE Factories EsTiMATES, 1902—3).—Copy presented of the sum 
required for the year ending 3lst March, 1903, to defray the expense of 
the Ordnance Factories [by Command]; referred to the Committee of 
Supply, and to be printed. [No. 50.] ey 


ARMY (MEMORANDUM ON EsTIMATES).—Copy presented of Memorandum of the 
Secretary of State relating to the Army Estimates of 1902-3 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table be Sp sis # sae 


Post OrricE TELEGRAPHS.—-Account presented* showing the gross amount 
received and expended on account of the Telegraph Service during the 
year ended 31st March, 1901, etc. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No, 51.] ... an yi ai ote re 


SUPERANNUATIONS.—Copy presented of Treasury Minute, dated Ist February, 
1902, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of 
Lecturer in the Royal College of Science, Dublin, professional or other 
peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in the public service 
are required [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 7 


TrapDE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2742 and 2743 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table __... ove nts ee - wh as 


Brewers’ LiceENcEs.—Return ordered of Accounts of the number of persons 
in each of the several Collections of the United Kingdom licensed as 
Brewers for Sale, i.c., Common Brewers, Victuallers, Retailers of beer to be 
drunk on the premises, Retailers of beer not to be drunk on the premises, 
and Brewers of beer not for sale, particularising each class in each Collec- 
tion ; and stating also the quantities of malt, unmalted corn, rice, &c., and 
sugar, including its equivalent of syrups, &c., used by Brewers of beer for 
sale, and of malt and sugar used by Brewers not for sale, from the 1st day 
of October, 1900 to the 30th day of September, 1901.” 

“Of the amount of License Duty paid and Beer Duty charged from 
Ist day of October, 1900 to the 30th day of September, 1901, distinguish- 
ing Brewers for sale from other Brewers.” 

“Of the number of Brewers for sale paying for Licences, from the Ist 
day of October, 1900 to the 30th day of September, 1901, separating them 
into classes, according to the number of barrels of beer brewed at 1:055 
degrees gravity, viz.: under 1,000 barrels ; 1,000 and under 10,000 ; 10,000 
and under 20,000; 20,000 and under 30,000 ; 30,000 and under 50,000 ; 

50,000 and under 100,000; 100,000 and under 150,000; 150,000 and 

under 200,000 ; 200,000 and under 250,000 ; 250,000 and under 300,000 ; 

300,000 and under 350,000 ; 350,000 and under 400,000; £00,000 and 
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under 450,000 ; 450,000 and under 500,000 ; 500,000 and under 600,000 ; 


600,000 and under 700,000; 700,000 and under 800,000 ; 800,000 and 


under 900,000; 900,000 and under 1,000,000; 1,000,000 and under 


1,500,000 ; 1,500,000 and under 2,000,000 ; 2,000,000 barrels and over ; 
showing separately, i in each class, the quantities of malt, unmalted corn, 
rice, &e, and sugar, including its equivalent of syrups, &c., &e., used ; and 
stating also the amount of License Duty paid and Beer Duty charged in 
each class.” 

“ And, of the number of barrels of beer exported from the United 
Kingdom, and the declared value thereof, and where exported to, from the 
Ist day of October, 1900 to the 30th day of September, 1901, distinguish- 
ing England, Scotland and Ireland (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 111, of Session 1901).”—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICAN WARk—PEACE PRoPOSALS.—Questions, Mr, Channing (North- 


amptonshire, KE.) and Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answers, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.), and the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ... 


ADMINISTRATION OF THE ANNEXED TERRITORIES—LORD MILNER, AND LorD 
KXITCHENER AND Lord MILNER.—Questions, Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; 


Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


BAsuTO PoNtEs.—Question, Mr. Frederick Wilson (Norfolk, Mid.); Answer, 


Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Miss Hopyouse.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill eres 8.) Answer, Mr. 


J. Chamberlain 


BANKING OPERATIONS IN SOUTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 


Regis) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the cis ns ea M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, 2 ee 


COMMANDANT SCHEEPERS.—Questions, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) and Mr. Bryn 


Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ; Answers, the Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ba ae 


CANADIAN Horses FoR THE ARMY.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, 


South Molten); Answer, Mr. prodrick 


GENERAL VILONEL.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Born HostaGks on TRAINS.—Question, Mr. Henry J. Wilson ene W.K, 


Holmfirth) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


= Fad 


MaArtTIAL LAW AT THE CAPE.—Question, Mr. Burt (Morpeth); Answer, 


Mr. Brodrick 


SUPPRESSION OF WAR CoRRESPONDENCE.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 


Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


GRAFF-REINET.— Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


BorER MuNITIONS OF War. pees Mr. Alfred Davis (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick a is St al xi isa ; 


d2 


Page 


508 


00 


509 








hii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Kebruary 6.| 
TRANSKEIN TERRITORIES OF CAPE CoLoNy.-—Question, Mr. C. P. Scott (Lan- 
cashire, Leigh); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ake ios j 





CoLONIAL Forces iN Cape CoLony.—Question, Mr. C. P. Scott ; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord vrais Lancashire, West- 
houghton) ie wes “is ii i ; oe “> 


Mrs. CuristiAN DE Wer.—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


ReEMOUNTS INQUIRY—RETIREMENT OF CAPTAIN HARTIGAN.— Question, Mr. 
Galloway (Manchester, $.W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ds si 


PURCHASE OF REMOUNTS IN IRELAND-—-ACTION AGAINST Mr. SToppERT.— 
Questions, Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford), Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kil- 
kenny, and Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


YEOMANRY CoMMITTEE.-—(Questions, Mr. Chaplin, Captain Norton (Newington, 
W.) and Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick - 


REMOUNT—NEW CoMMITTEE AND MiLitary Court oF INquiry.—Questions, 
Mr. Chaplin, Capt. Donelan (Cork, E.) and Mr. Arthur Lee !(Hampshire, 
Fareham) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick Z ps ne ba ahs 


COMMITTEE ON MILITARY Epucation.—Question, Colonel Brookfield (Sussex, 
Rye) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ae ote es sg 
VOLUNTEERS AND JURY SERVICE.—Question, Colonel Brookfield; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ss 566 Seis "= - ae 
THE “GERMANIUS.”—Question, Mr. Law (Glasgow, Blackfriars); Answer, 
Lord Stanley . des 
ARMY SERGE ContTRACTs.---Questions, Mr. Sheehan (Cork County, Mid.) and 
Captain Donelan ; Answers, Lord Stanley = Sis sn - 
Army ACCOUTREMENTS CONTRACTS.—Question, Captain Norton; Answer, 
Lord Stanley oN yes ios ies 
CoLONIAL Meat Conrracts.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley ; ie ¥ rat ee ee +3 


Meat Contracts.—CoLp StTorAGE Company.—Question, Mr. Whitley 
(Halifax) ; Answer, Lord Stanley Aa es See sa Sie 


Meat Conrracts—Messrs. BercL & Company’s TENDER.—Questions, Mr. 
Labouchere and Capt. Donelan ; Answers, Lord Stanley bs in 


H.M.S. “Conpor.”— Questions, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) and Capt. Norton ; Answer, the Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. 
Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) ... obi ae = se RY co 


H.M.S. “SpaRTIATE.”--Question, Mr. William Allan (Gateshead); Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster — ... a sy See ach bas cy sy 


HarTLAND Quay CoasTGUARD STAFF.—Question, Mr. Soares (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster aia ds oh bs 
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Roya Visit TO PLYMOUTH.—Question, Mr. Guest (Plymouth) ; Answer, Mr. 
515 Arnold-Forster ... si nets eee wee eee ees it si: - 526 
INDIAN ARMY—STATISTICS.—-Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.); Answer, 
the Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middiesex, Ealing) ... 527 
516 , . : ‘ 
; LAW OFFICERS OF THE CROWN—SALARIES AND FEES.—Question, Mr. Coghill 
516 (Stoke-on-Trent) ; Answer, Sir..M. Hicks Beach ake ate a ius S28 
STEAMSHIP CoMPANY BILLs.——-Question, Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ; Answer, the 
517 President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds,-Central) .... 528 
BoArD OF AGRICULTURE.—Question, Mr. David Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... Sas a) a 2 ee ey.) 
i BoArRD OF TRADE.—Question, Mr. David Thomas ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 529 
519 CENSUS RETURNS.—Question, Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) ; Answer, the Secre- 
aia tary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) ... inp - - as ssid a “bi sat ..» 529 
519 SWINDON NEW WATER SuvPLy.—Question, Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, nee 
. Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson... ed ie baa es ud x BO 
52] HENDON Eveciric LicGnHtTinG INQuiry.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W. )3 
7 Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson... re ie th iw 530 
52] “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.”—Questions, Capt. Norton and Mr. Nannetti 
7 (Dublin, College Green) ; Answers, the Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester, EF.) ... ~ wo Ld jade) SON 
52 : age Se muah: 
p21 NorwicH PostaL DELAYs.—-Question, Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain _... _ Suz = ads cas. SOS 
599 . - . 
— POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Question, Mr. Wylie (Dumbarton- 
shire) ; Answer, the Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 531 
522 M ie 
Lain LAND TRANSFER AcT (1897).—Questions, Mr. Remnant (Finsbury, Holborn), 
and Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, N.W.); Answers, the Attorney General 
(Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) a a ss sale we 533 
523 r 
IkisH AGRARIAN OFFENCES.—Questions, Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8.), Mr. Dillon 
wai and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; — the Chief Secretary for Ireland ~ 
23 Wyndham, Dover) ous a 533 
. ALLEGED INTIMIDATION BY IRISH POLICE AT RoosKEY.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; : 
524 ee; Mr. Wyndham E oa ie bass er Bt .. 534 
CiirFONEY POLICE SERGEANT. llinillinn Mr. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.); Answer, 
508 Mr. Wyndham ie sia a vin ss ws sigs ax ae 
e Zo 
BELLECK LoAN FunD Socrery.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, the Attorney 3% 
595 General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) hs a} ws 535 


Dus.in NATIONAL LipraRy—“ Five YEARS IN IRELAND.” —Question, Mr. Mae- 
artney ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham a sas oa ee ae ion Oe 
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White Estate, BANTRyY.—Question, Mr. aaa ati Co., emer Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham .. * es : en ‘ ‘ ; 


PAYMENT OF LAND PURCHASE INSTALMENTS.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde 
(Wexford, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ve fs 2 


Locat TAXATION (IRELAND AccoUNT).—Question, Mr. Lough; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham — ste on bes iw ve ae “ 


LABOURERS’ CoTTAaGEs IN County Down.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham bie ~~ ioe ao ie se ve a 


THOMASTOWN POoLicE AND HoTeL ProprieTors.—Question, Mr. O'Mara (Kil- 
kenny, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ie mi Re ee 


Mr. MEREDITH _THOMPSON’s Estatr.—Question, Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham vee ove oe site as ay 


Dest COLLECTION AND OFFICE OF UNDER SHERIFF IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. 
Lonsdale ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham _ sa sis is nee 


Cork TELEGRAPH STAFF.—Question, Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain Fe es Me tb ra 





Cork Post OFFICE BUILDINGS.—Questions, Mr. scant and Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien ; 
Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ' ‘ 


ASHBORNE GAS\SUPPLY. iene Mr. Sullivan —" S.) ; Answer,{Lord 
Stanley ite “ ~~ “ , ifs oe $i 


ECCLESIASTICAL COURTS. see: Mr. Alfred Davies; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour re rer re a os We : 


JUDGES AND POLITICAL SPEECHES—JUDGE O’CoNNOR Morris.—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ibe pa a 


OLD AGE PENSIONS.—Question, Mr. Black ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


YESTERDAY'S DIVISION ON THE MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER 
Bitt.— Questions, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Rutherford (Lancashire, Darwen), Sir 
H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Earl Percy (Kensington, 8.), Sir 
Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington), Mr. Winston Churchhill (Oldham), 
Mr. Swift MacNeill and Sir Brampton Gordon wien N. Ds Answers, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour and Mr. Speaker ° 





New ProcepurE RvuLEs.—Questions, Mr. Labouchere, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. 
James Lowther and Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, chaapatitinda Answers, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. tee Ss ae 5 : — sie 


NEW BILL. 


Execrric Licutinc (LoNDON).—Bill to provide for the adjustment, in accordance 
with changes of boundary effected under The London Government Act, 
1899, of the areas within which local authorities and companies are author- 
ised to supply electricity ; ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour 
and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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Electric Lighting (London) Bill—‘To provide for the adjustment, in ac- 
cordance with changes of boundary effected under The London Government 
Act, 1899, of the areas within which local authorities and companies are 
authorised to supply electricity,” presented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 85.] wes wa jas a net sid i. on ... 548 


New ProceDURE RULEs—GENERAL DisscussioN—First Day :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the proposals of the Government on the Order Paper relating to 
the Procedure of the House be now considered.” —(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ... wat sate .» 548 
Amendment proposed, to leave out from the word :— 


“That ” to the end of the Question, in order to add the words “ before 
the House enters upon the discussion in detail of so large and complicated 
a change in its rules and practice it is desirable that the proposals of the 
Government should be referred to the consideration of a Select Com- 
mittee.”—(Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the (Juestion.” 


The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, enn mo 564 


Mr. John Redinond (Waterford)... ia 580 
Mr. Chaplin (Lincolushire, Sleaford) eis a oi sad --- §95 
Mr. Lehouchere (Northampton) —... it — sins “sh ‘os 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) “ cs ae sds ... 606 
Dr. Farquhar. son (Aberdeenshire, W.) eee coe eee one .. 614 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) ~~ ee | 6 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloueestershire, Forest of Dean) yas es .» 625 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) wah ‘i val ee ... 633 
Mr Wallace (Perth) se — ee abe ... 636 
Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) sins wok se + 638 


Debate adjourned till tomorrow. 


LONDON WATER BILL—SEcoND READING.— 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
Second Reading deferred. 

PubsLic Houses (Hours oF CLOSING) (SCOTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT BILL 
—SECOND READING. 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question’ proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) ee wil iss “oe ae 


[t being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 





Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at Five Minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 7TH FEBRUARY, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon .the Table the. Certificates from the Examiners that the 


further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- | 


plied with :- 


Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit Company [H.L.]. 
London and South-Western Railway [H.L. |. 
North-West London Railway [H.L. }. 

The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Rusthall Manor Bill [...]; Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill [u.1.]; 
Bristol Water Bill [H.L.]; Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New 
Lines, ete.) Bill [1.L.]; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill 
eae Deal and Walmer Gas Bill [ut]: Devonport Water Bill [1.1.] ; 
sngwood Gas Bill [u.L.]; Chigweil, Loughton, and Woodford Gas Bill 
[H.L.]; read 2" us bis sit ooh ih a. a As 


RETURNS, REPORTS ETC. 


TRADE ReEporTS—-ANNUAL SERIES.—No, 2742. Somali Coast Protectorate ; 
No. 2743. Russia (Odessa, } ‘aapapaimas' 3 Presented [by Command], 
and ordered to lie on the T able : ie ‘die ne ¥ 


Factory AND WorkKSHOP (MANUFACTURE OF EARTHENWARE AND CHINA).— 
Amended special rules, dated 30th December, 1901, for the manufacture of 
earthenware and china as established by the award of the umpire, Lord 
James of Hereford. 


Presented [by Command and pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie on 
the Table , si ne 


SUPERANNUATION (PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS).—Treasury Minute, dated 
Ist February, 1902, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the 
duties of the office of lecturer in the Royal College of Science, Dublin, 
professional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired on 
the public service are required 


Post OFFICE TELEGRAPHS.—Account showing the gross amount received and 
expended on account of the telegraph service during the year ended 31st 
March, 1901, and the balance of the receipts over the nee and a 
statement additional to the above account or Me AA 


ACTORY AND WorKSHOP (PARTIAL SUBSTITUTE OF ANOTHER DAY FOR SATUR- 
DAY IN NEWSPAPER PRINTING OFFICEs).—Order, dated 3rd of February, 
1902, made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department in pur- 
suance of section 43 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, authorising 
the partial substitution in newspaper printing offices of another day for 
Saturday as regards the hour at which the employment of young persons is 
required to end .. : be ii ss Sad 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BAanks.—Tenth Annual Report of the proceedings of the 
Inspection Committee of Trustee Savings Banks for the year ended 20th 
November, 1901 ; with Appendices A si 
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SouTtH AUSTRALIA.—The Constitution Act Amendment Act, 1901. 


Laid before the House si to oer: and ordered to lie on the 
Table Ms i . tad ‘ 


House adjourned at Four o’clock, to Monday next, a quarter before Eleven 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 7rH FEBRUARY, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Clay Cross Railway Bill.--Read a second time and committea 


Leicestershire and A aaanaameney Electric Power Bill.—Read a second 
time, and committed ds ; ae ee a. 


BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAILWAY (ABANDONMENT).—‘ For the abandon- 
ment of the Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


City AND Brixton RatLway.—Petition and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Bond and Mr. Bull 


PETITIONS. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S SISTER BILL.—-Petition from Boscastle, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Mipwives Bitt.—Three Petitions from Wimbledon, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table 


Pusiic Houses (Hours or CLosine) (ScorLAnD) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
31LL,—Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Town HOLDINGS UNDER TERMINABLE LEASES.—Petition from Blackrock, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKs.—Copy presented, of Tenth Annual Report of the 
Proceedings of the Inspection Committee for the year ended 20th 
Nov ember, 1901, with saab [by seaisas to lie eoee the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 52.]... 


SouTtH AUSTRALIA.—Copy presented, of the Constitution Act Amendment Act, 
1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the table . + aes ae i 


RELIGIOUS ORDERS ABROAD (PROPERTY, MISCELLANEOUS, No. 2, 1902).—Copy 
presented, of Reports from His Majesty’s Representatives in <Austria- 
Hungary, France, Italy, and Spain, respecting the Conditions under which 
Property is held by Religious Orders i in those Countries [by ane scaes fa to 
lie upon the Table’ : bs as + 
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CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902—3.—-Copy 
presented, of Estimates for Civil Services and Revenue Departments for 
the year ending 31st March, 1903, together with a Copy of the Mem- 
orandum by the Financial Secretary to the Treasury relating thereto [by 
Command]; Referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed. 
[No. 53.) , - oe sbi “ sey we Si ik 


Post OFFICE TELEGRAPHS.—Copy ordered, “of Account showing the gross 
amount received and the gross amount expended in respect of the Telegraph 
Service, from the date of the transfer of the telegraphs to the State to the 
31st day of March, 1901 (in continuation of -cegecagereg Paper, No. 
38, of Session 1901).”—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) .. : a sai 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—PEACE PROPOSALS.—Questions, Mr. Black (Bauffshire), 
and Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) ; Answers, the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) and the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


ALLEGED DESECRATION OF BRITISH GRAVES.—Questions, Colonel Warde (Kent, 
Medway) and Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ; Answers, the eee of State 
for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) . aS A ee et 


Boer HostaGes ON TRAINS.—Question,. Mr. Henry J. Wilson (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Holmfirth) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ee ‘ 


REMOUNTS—DEPARTMENTS RESPONSIBLE.—Questions, Colonel Welby (Taunton), 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.), Colonel Legge (St. George’s, Hanover 
Square), and Sir John Colomb ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick a 


REPORT ON REMOUN Is. aaa tniiae, en Rasch ie segues Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ‘ is . ' ads oe 


Army HorsEs—STATISTICS.—Question, Mr. — A. Pease ( Essex, Saffron 
Walden); Answer, Mr. Brodrick z i ous - 


INOCULATION AGAINST ENTERIC Fever. — Question, Mr. Eugene Wason 
(Clackmannan and Kinross); Answer, the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


ArMY Meat CoNTRACTS—BERG “ ConTRACT. — Questions, Mr. Whitley 
(Halifax), Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.), Captain Donelan, Mr. James Lowther 
(Kent, Thanet), Mr. Blake (Longford, S.), Mr. Swift MacNeill, Captain 
Norton, Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, S.), and Mr. Bryn Roberts 
(Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ; Answers, Lord Stanley Re as a 


MARTIAL Law in Cape CoLtony.—Questions, Mr. Corrie Grant (Warw gia 
Rugby) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick nn seh ve s 


Army PrRoMOTION—MAJOR GENERALS.-Question, Major Rasch; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ae ae aye ae 


Royal Hospital PARK, CHELSEA. -Question, Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... B noe ee. Lae ee es 


INSPECTOR GENERAL OF RECRUITING—-REPORT.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... 
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MitirARY KNIGHTS OF WINDSOR.—Question, oe Norton ; Answer, Lord 
Stanley .. ie oe ae fe ed a aa 


(GOVERNMENT TRANSPORTS.—Question, Mr. Rea (Gloucester); Answer, 
the Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


PURCHASED DISCHARGES FROM THE SERVICE.—-Question, Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, 
Westbury) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ack eas és a 


TorPEDO Boats.—Question, Mr. William Allan (Gateshead); Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster , ob Ling *33 1 4 wie 


H.M.S. “ Furtous.”—Question, Mr. William Allan ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


H.M.S. “ AsSsISTANCE.”—Question, Mr.:William Allan; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster ... S wad ea el ae ina se ei soe 


AUSTRALIAN IMMIGRATION BILL = Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... x se ane ioe a & 


GoLD Coast PApERS.—Question, Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... Ass és bo is sah 


WELSH COLONISTS IN PATAGONIA.—Question, Mr. David Thomas satiaaaies 
Tydvil) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 3 ~ ‘ 


“TAPE” RECORD OF CURRENT BUSINESS IN THE HousE.—Question, Mr. David 
Thomas ; Answer, the First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine’s)... ae 


East Ham STATION ACCOMMODATION.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, 
Romford) ; Answer, the President of the Board of Trade eal Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) ; 2 ams 


NIGHT POACHING IN FLINTSHIRE—CASE OF KENDRICK SMITH.—Question, 
Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, E.) ; Answer, the Under Secretary of State for 
the Home Department (Mr. Jesse Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley) 


TECHNICAL INstruCTION Acts RETURN.—Question, Mr. John Wilson (Durham, 
Mid.) ; Answer, the Vice-President of the Committee of Council on 
Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) en ‘na wah 


TECHNICAL INTIMIDATION IN GALWAyY.—Question, Mr. Roche en ay, E. 3 
Answer, the Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. 


Irish TowN cogil aaa Mr. Field (Dublin, St. sei apie 
Mr. Wyndhan .. ‘ si sity om ath a es 


CLANMOYLE LaBourErs’ CoTTAGES.-—Question, Mr. Sheehan (Cork Co., Mid.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham rv ee ee ee ae ab 


CLOGHBEN Fire ENGINE—ACTION OF ARTILLERYMEN.— amines Mr. Cullman 
(Tipperary, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley : : we o 


Raibway CANAL CoMMIssION—SITTING IN DuBLIN.-—-Questions, Mr. Field and 
Mr. Cullinan ; Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... s er Wee ae 
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PrivaATE Members’ ProposaLs FOR AMENDMENTS OF PROCEDURE.—Questions, 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); and Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ; 


Answers, Mr. Speaker... 


NEW BILL. 


County Justices CLerks. Bill to, prohibit Clerks to Petty Sessional Divisions 
of Counties from undertaking prosecutions of persons committed for trial 
by the Justices of such Petty Sessional Divisions, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. Abel Thomas, Mr. Lawson W: alton, Mr. 
Brynmor Jones, Mr. Robert Wallace, and Mr. William Jones , 


County Justices Clerks Bill..“‘To prohibit Clerks to Petty Sessional 
Divisions of Counties from undertaking prosecutions of persons committed 
for trial by the Justices of such Petty Sessional Divisions,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 26th February, and to be printed. [Bill 86.| 


PubLic ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
Ordered, that the Committee do consist of fifteen Members. 


The Committee was accordingly nominated of—Mr. Baldwin, Mr. 
Banbury, Mr. Blake, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Mr. 
Cohen, Mr. Cameron Corbett, Sir ‘Thomas Esmonde, Mr. Goddard, Sir 
Brampton Gurdon, Sir Arthur Hayter, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir Robert 
Mowbray, Mr. Pym, and Mr, Powell W illiams. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. (Sir William Walrond.) Sek ee ms ee 


New Procepure RuLEs. [GENERAL Discussion—-SEcOND Day. ] 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment to 
Question [6th February]. “ That the proposals of the Government on the 
Order Paper relating to the procedure of the House be now considered.” 
(Mr. A. J. Bulfour.)—And which Amendment was, to leave out from the 
word “That,” to the end of the Question, in order to add the words 
“before the House enters upon the discussion in detail of so large and 
complicated a change in its rules and practice, it is desirable that the 
proposals of the Government should be referred to the consideration of a 
Select Committee.” —(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Question again proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.). 

Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Aston Manor) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis)... 

Sir William Harcourt ( Monmouth: shire, W. ) 
Mr. Elliot (Durham) bee 

Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, K ye) 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) .. 

Mr. Channing Sy “Pigalle E. és 
Earl Percy (Kensington, 8.) 

Mr. Blake (Longford, 8. ) 

Mr. Bryce ( Aberdeen, 8.) 

The First Lord of the "Treasury (Mr. Ads Balfour, Manchester, E. ) 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 250 ; Noes, 160. (Division List, No. 18.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, that the proposals of the Government on the Order Paper relating 
the procedure of the House be now considered. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed, to whom shall be re- 
ferred all petitions presented to the House, with the exception of such as 
relate to Private Bills ; and that such Committee do classify and prepare 
abstracts of the same, in such form and manner as shall appear to them 
hest suited to convey to the House all requisite information respecting 
their contents, and to report the same from time to time to the Honse ; 
and that the Reports of the Committee do set forth the number of 
signatures to each Petition only in respect to those signatures to which 
addresses are affixed; and that such Committee have power to direct the 
printing in extenso of such Petitions, or of such parts of Petitions, as shall 
appear to require it ; and that such Committee have power to report their 
opinion and observations thereupon to the House. 


The Committee was accordingly nominated of-—-Mr. Allsopp, Mr. 
Edward Barry, Mr. Brymer, Sir Charles Dalrymple, Colonel Kenyon- 
Slaney, General Laurie, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir Henry Meysey-Thompson, 
Mr. Charles Morley, Mr. T. P. O’Connor, Mr. Philipps, Mr. Tollemache, 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby, and Mr. Henry Joseph Wilson. 

Ordered, that Three be the quorum-—(Sir William Walrond.) 


Adjourned at Five Minutes after Twelve o’clock till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: Monpay, 107TH Fresruary, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 

Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliame: ts 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 1.1 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been c :n- 
plied with :— 
Scottish Equitable Life Assurance Society [H.L.]. 
Barry Railway [H.L.]. 
Renfrew Harbour [H.L.]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... oie chin ats ane 


ve | Cross, Hammersmith, and District Electric Railway (No. 2.) 


Bill |1.L.]—To be read 2* on Friday next... m 
Manchester District Telephone Board Bill [1.1.}--To be read 2» oa 
Monday, the 20th inst. ae Fin aa ee raat By es 
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Bristol Corporation Bill [H.L.]; King’s Road Railway (Putney Extension) 
Bill rm) ; Margate Corporation Water Bill fet]; Whitstable Improve- 
ment Bill [1.1.]; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 3.) 
Bill [H.L.] ; Central London Railway (New Lines) Bill [H.L.] ; Great North- 
ern and City Railway Bill [.L.]; Rickmansworth Gas Bill [H.L.]; West 
Hampshire Water Bill [H.L.]; Caterham and District Gas Bill [H.L.|—Read 2* 


Hamilton Gas Provision Order Confirmation Bill [u.L.|—A Bill to confirm 
a Provisional Order under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, relating 
to Hamilton—Was presented by the Lord Balfour ; read 1* ; to be printed ; 
and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1892) 
deemed to have been read 2* and reported from the Committee (No. 14.) ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Army.—1, (Imperial Yeomanry). Organisation and equipment. 


2, (Estimates). Memorandum of the Secretary of State relating to the 
Army Estimates for 1902-1903 oe ue mw ia 


SoutH Arrica.—Further papers relating to the working of the refugee camps 
in South Africa (in continuation of [Cd. 902], January 1902) re 


Arrica, No. 2 (1902).—Instructions to Lieutenant-Colonel J. H. Sadler on 
appointment as His Majesty’s Commissioner and Consul-General in the 
Uganda Protectorate $6 


TRADE Reports.—1. ANNUAL SERIES.—No, 2744. Italy (Naples) 


TRADE ReEporTs.—2. MISCELLANEOUS.—No, 2. (1902). Reports from His 
Majesty’s representatives in Austria-Hungary, France, Italy, and Spain, 
respecting the conditions under which property is held by religious orders 
in those countries. 


No. 3 (1902).—Reports from His Majesty’s representatives in Austria- 
Hungary, Belgium, France, Germany, Italy, and the United States, respect- 
ing the rules in force for preserving order in the legislative assemblies of 
those countries (in continuation of Miscellaneous No. 1 (1901) [Cd. 907] ... 


NATIONAL Epucation (IRELAND).—Appendix, Section I., to the Annual Report 
of the Commissioners for the year 1900 ” ‘ = — — 


ACETYLENE GENERATORS.-——Report of the Committee appointed by the Depart- 
ment of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Explosives, to inquire as to the safety 
of acetylene generators, with a covering report to the right hon. the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department, by Captain J. H. Thomson, 
His Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives, 

Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 

JuDICIAL Statistics (ENGLAND AND WALEs) 1900, (Part I. CriminaL 
STATISTICS).—Statistics relating to crimina! proceedings, police, coroners, 
prisons, reformatory and industrial schools, and criminal lunatics, for the 
year 1900 


Presented (by Command and pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie un the 
Table on mee ae on oes 
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BoaRD OF Epucation.—Draft Order in Council for providing the manner in 
which a register of teachers shall be formed and kept ; 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIFE-SAVING APPLIANCES).—Rules made by the Board of 
Trade under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894 - a ag ‘oh 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts, 1853-91. — Licence granted by His Majesty to 
Florence Elizabeth Fagg, a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison, 
permitting the said Florence Elizabeth Fagg to be at large on condition 
that she enters the London Preventive and Reformatory Institution, Euston 
Road, N.W. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ActTs.—Minute by the Board of Education sanctioning 
the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Technical Instruction Act, 
1899, for the county of Glamorgan (11th minute). 


Laid before the House —_— to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table ‘63 on - i fa 


PETITIONS. 


LonpoN UNDERGROUND RaiLways.—Petition for re-appointment of Joint 
Committee of both Houses, to inquire and report on the subject of London 
underground railways of Mayor, etc., of Kensington 


Pustic Houses Hours oF CLosiInG (SCOTLAND BILL) |H.L.]—Petitions in favour 
of ; of Temperance Committee of the United Free Church of Scotland ; 
Inhabitants of Greenock ; Directors of Edinburgh and Leith Licensed 
Grocers’ Association ; Paisley United Free Church Presbytery ; Corpora- 
tion of City of Glasgow ; Claremount Street, Glasgow, Wesleyan Methodist 
a aiemiiatiad sina and Meeting of Temperance Societies in 
Glasgow .. $< ; “ee pence, bis 


NEW BILLS. 


Marine Insurance Bill [H.1.] (No. 15).—A Bill for codifying the law relating 
to Marine Insurance ; and— ‘ m we 


Naval Prize Bill [11.1.] (No. 16).—A Bill to consolidate, with amendments, 
the enactments relating to naval prize of war 


Were presented by the Lord Chancellor ; read 1*; and to be printed. 


Solicitors Bill {H.L.|—A Bill to amend certain provisions of the Solicitors Acts, 
1839-94: Was presented by the Lord Alverstone; read 1*; and to be 
printed. (No. 17.) aes sai - m oa si 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. 


Lerd Glenesk 


Moved, to resolve, That it is desirabie that the Joint Select Committee 
on London Underground Railways appointed last Session be re-appointed 
to consider and report—(1) Whether any of the lines of route for Under- 
ground Railways in and near London pr oposed by the Bills which have been 
introduced during the last and present session afford adequate facilities for 
present and probable future trattic ; (2) whether any extensions or altera- 
tions of route are required for the purpose of providing cheap and rapid 
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travelling communication throughout London and the outskirts, and whether I 
the making of such extensions or alterations should be a condition of the 
grant of powers to make any proposed railways; (3) what is the best 
method of constructing, working, and ventilating such railways, having 
regard to the safety, health, and convenience of persons travelling by 


them 1—=(Lord Glenesk). f 
The Chairman of Cominittees sual Earl of paney). di ie vee. | 
Viscount Knutsford... ' ¥e a ... 804 
Earl Spencer ee nie ae he sod sip set ... 805 


Motion (by leave of the House} withdrawn. 





Wei-Har-WEI. 





Kail Spencer aoe sss ae ... 806 
The Under Secretury of State for the Colonies (the Karl of Ouslow) ... 806 
The Eurl of Rosebery a ee on sen ae ae 2. BOT 
Viscount Goschen ... os rs sy oe = 4 ... 808 
The Earl of Portsmouth — ... oe on ... 810 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (the Earl of Selhorur) ... ae . OO 
PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL [H.L.]—SECOND READING. Pri 
rl 
Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 
Lord Glenesk 812 
3ill read 2* (according to order), and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 
GOVERNMENT MEAT CONTRACTS. 
Earl Carrington... is - iss ~ w« 6 
The Under Secretary of Stule for Wa r (Lord Raglun) — ... ne .. 813 
Ip 
THE MERCANTILE MARINE. Fan 
Lord Muskerry .. 5 «She 
The Secretary to the Board of Trade ‘he Earl of Dudley ‘ - ... 823 
Continvous DiscHARGES.—Question, Lord Muskerry; Answer, the Earl of 
Dudley ... sie vies vas Ss Kis 36% a a 34 (| B25 
House adjourned at a quarter before Seven o'clock, to Thursday next, Bou: 
a quarter past Four o'clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 107Tn FEBRUARY, 1902. 
- ; City 
The House met at Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | 
| 
London School Board (Superannuation) Bill (by Order),—Order for 
Second Reading read. nme 


VC 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Aston Manor) ... - ia seb ni ... 826 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) ... ss be aa «ae 


Amendment proposed, to leave out the word “now,” and at the end of 
the Question to add the words “upon this day six months.”—( Mr. Evelyn 








id | Cecil. ) } 
805 Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ... ba 4 Hast AD es -» 828 
Mr. Flower ( Bradford, W.) Sts oe rf. dee +43 — Ga 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) iad - - si “an 0 633 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) on sat er <, oe 
806 The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Wor- 
806 cestershire, BE.) ... ape ai - -- 833 
Question put, and agreed to. 
810 Main Question put, and agreed to. 
oe Bill read a second time, and committed. 
Private Bills (Standing Order 62 complied with).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
812 Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz :— 
Bromley Gas Bill. 
Commercial Gas Bill. 
East Worcestershire Water Bill. 
North British Railway (General Pow ers) Bill. 
North British Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill. 
oat Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time 833 
PrivATE BiLts (LorDs).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in respect of the Bills 
817 comprised in the List reported by the Chairman of Ways and Means, as 
823 intended to originate in the House of Lords, he has certified that the 
Standing Orders have been complied with in the following case, viz :— 
395 Wrexham District Tramways ay dg, an ati oe ... 834 
Bournemouth Gas and Water Bill.—Broadstairs Gas Bill ; Eastbourne Cor- 
poration Bill; Fareham Gas Bill; Great Eastern Railway Bill ; Hudders- 
field Corporation Bill; Limpsfield and Oxted Water Bill ; Manchester Cor- 
poration Tramways Bill; Norwich Corporation (Electricity, ete.) Bill ; 
Rathmines and Rathgar Urban District Council (by order) ; read a second 
time, and committed... ae shad ‘is sis ie ame +. Of 
City and Brixton Railway Bill.—‘ To authorize the City and Brixton 
Railway Company to abandon portions of their authorised undertakings ; 
and to extend the time for the compulsory purchase of lands ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills “8s tos rat ie sie aw is w. 834 


HALIFAX CORPORATION.—Petition and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir Savile 
Crossley Mr. Charles Trevelyn, and Mr. J. H. Whitley. 


VOL. CII. [FourtH Serizs] ¢ 











Ixvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


February 10.] 
PETITIONS. 


CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour ; from Woodside and 
Barnsley ; to lie upon the Table nat Eee i - 


LicENsING Bi_t.—Petition from Manchester, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION.—Petition from Crick, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ese ve 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SISTER BILL.—Petition from Shanklin, 
against ; to lie upon the Table - ses as es ve 


Mines (E1cut Hours) BiLt.—Petitions in favour ; from Woodside and Barns- 
ley ; to lie upon the Table ose ew oom a - 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BiLu.—Petition from North 
Cave, in favour ; to lie upon the Table an sie me ies 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SouTH AUSTRALIA.—Paper [presented 7th February] to be printed. [No. 54.] 


ACETYLENE GENERATORS.—Copy presented, of Report of the Committee ap- 
pointed by the Department of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Explosives to 
inquire as to the safety of Acetylene Generators, with a covering Report 
to the Right Honourable the Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
by Captain J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s Chief saps mentis of in i059 es [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table... 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Copy SS of Judicial 
Statistics for England and Wales for 1900, Part I eneoman [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table a me sas 


PENAL SERVITUDE AcTs (CONDITIONAL LICENCE.)—Copy presented, of Licence 
granted to Florence Elizabeth Fagg, a Convict under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the Lon- 
don Preventive and nner aaiiiaiact Euston Road, N.W. [by as fe 
to lie upon the Table - ws 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIFE SAVING APPLIANCES).—Copy presented, of Rules 
made by the Board of Trade under the Merchant eit Act, 1894 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table is 


NatTionaL Epucation (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Section I. of the 
Appendix to the Sixty-seventh naan of the Commissioners hy reternseps 
to lie upon the Table ... 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION AcT, 1889.—Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 
the Subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act for the county of 
Glamorgan (Eleventh Minute) [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table és 


BarkkAcks Act, 1900. — Account presented, showing the money raised and 
issued under the provisions of the Act, the securities created in respect 
thereof, and the amount expended for the purposes of the Act to the 31st 

March, 1901, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General 

thereon [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 55.] . 
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SoutH AFRica.—Copy presented, of further papers relating to the Working of 
the Refugee Camps in South Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 836 


835 Arrica (No. 2, 1902).—Copy presented, of Instructions to Lieutenant-Colonel 
J. H. Saddler, on appointment as His Majesty’s Commissioner and Consul 
835 General in the Uganda Protectorate [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 837 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLIES IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES (MISCELLANEOUS, No. 2, 
835 1902).—Copy presented, of Reports from His Majesty’s representatives in 
Austria - Hungary, Belgium, France, Germany, and the United States, 
respecting the Rules in force for preserving order in the Legislative 
835 Assemblies of those Countries [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... 837 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).— Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular — Annual py No. 2744 [by scene in to lie -_— the 
Table... 837 





DieTING OF PAupER Lunatics. —Copy presented, of Report on Dieting of 
Pauper Lunatics in Asylums and Lunatic Wards of Poorhouses in Scotland. 
Supplement to the Forty-third Annual Report of the General Board of 

ail Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland [by naeieesiaidl to lie _ the 

| 836 We ae ge ep ee 


Army.—Copy presented, of Order relating to the Organisation and Equipment 
of the Imperial Yeomanry, 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 837 


New Writ.—New Writ for Down (South Down Division), in the room of 
Michael M‘Cartan, Esquire (Chiltern Hundreds).—Sir Thomas Esmonde) ... 837 


1 QUESTIONS. 


836 SoutH AFRICAN WAR—Mrs, CHRISTIAN DE Wet.—Questions, Mr. C. P. Scott 
(Lancashire, Leigh) and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Rene the iil tali of 


. State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) as 837 

d Mr. Marais. — Mr. apni attic alata ial By); Sissi Mr. 

: Brodrick ‘i 838 
“7 Mr. MERRIMAN.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson ee Answer, Mr. 

“ Brodrick ass ion ia wy oe “ ; ee ... 839 


836 § EXECUTION OF REBELS—CoMPULSORY ATTENDANCE OF RELATIVES, ETC.-— 
Questions, Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) and Mr. David 
e Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick ‘ 839 


836 § Mitirary EMPLOYMENT oF NATIVES.—Question, Mr. C. P. Scott; Answer, 


Mr. Brodrick... by si ‘as Ks — “ia ae? .-. 839 
8 British Troops in INDIA — RepucTioN THROUGH SouTH AFRICAN War.— 
836 Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answer, the Niliaiad of State for 
India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ot . 840 
ms CENSORSHIP OF CORRESPONDENCE TO SoUTH AFRICA. — Questions, Mr. 
st McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; 
al Answers, the Financial Secretary to the War Office ens same 
.. 836 Lancashire, Westhoughton)... ees = : ‘ 840 
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Remounts — New CoMMITTEE AND MiiraAry Court or INQuiIRY.— 
Questions, Captain Norton (Newington, W.), Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.), Sir 
H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Captain Donelan (Cork, E.), 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.), Mr. Swift soangganee and Mr. 
Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick oon 


PurcHASE OF Horses ABROAD—INSTRUCTIONS To MILITARY ATTACHES.—- 
Question, Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth); Answer, the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


HUNGARIAN HORSES FOR THE ARMY. pnnieruaiey Captain Norton; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick se ‘ bi aw = - 


SoutH AFRICAN REMOUNT AND TRANSPORT SYSTEMS, ETC.—Question, Mr. 
McKenna ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 4 e bs 


Miuirary ATTACHRs ABROAD—COMMUNICATION WITH GOVERNMENT DEPART- 
MENTS.—Question, Sir John Colomb ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


Meat Contracts—Mr. BerGi.—Questions, Mr. Labouchere and Mr. Pirie ; 
Answers, Lord Stanley - “is 


NAVAL AND MILITARY PENSIONS.—Questions, Captain Norton and Sir J. Fer- 
gusson (Manchester, N.E.); Answers, the First Lord of the Treasury = 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)... iy bie age hs as 


CHANGES IN OFFICERS’ UNIFORMS.—Question, General Laurie (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


METROPOLITAN VOLUNTEERS—BRIGADE SCHEMES.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick : 


VoLUNTEER OFFICERS AND ARMY RANK.—Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . 


VOLUNTEER SERGEANT INSTRUC shar racist Mr. Price (Norfolk, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . av ae: - 


DEVELOPMENT OF INDIAN INDUSTRIES.—Question, Mr. David Thomas ; Answer, 
Lord G. Hamilton 


REGULATION OF INDIAN CoAL MINE LABour.—Question, Mr. David Thomas ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ; as 


AMEER OF AFGHANISTAN’S SuBstby.—Question, Mr. James O’Kelly (Roscom- 
mon, N.); Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


SAMOAN ARBITRATION. —Question, Sir Charles Dilke ee shire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ‘ as 


Wer-Hal-WeE!.—Questions, Mr. Dalziel (Kirkealdy Burghs) and Mr. McKenna; 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick and the Chancellor of the age ath M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, W.) 


PROPOSED SALE OF AFGHAN RELICS.—Question, Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, 
S.); Answer, the Secretary of State for the Home Biota ag Ritchie, 
Croydon) - an ; 
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VACCINATION—GOVERNMENT Supplies OF LYMPH.—Questions, Mr. Bartley 
(Islington, N.) and Mr. Joseph C. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) ; Answers, 
the President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 


HousING OF THE WORKING CLASSES—SELECT COMMITTEE.—Question, Dr. Mac- 
namara (Camberwell, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long a6 2 


SUSPECTED BEER PoIsONING CASES AT HALIFAX.—Question, Sir Cuthbert 
Quilter (Suffolk, Sudbury) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


A MAIDEN AssIZEs IN SOUTH WALEs.—Question, Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmar- 
thonshire, W.) ; Answer, the Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) sac die sa ae id - 


WELSH SuNDAY CLosinc AcT—Bona FIDE TRAVELLERS.—Question, Mr. George 
Kenyon (Denbigh) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ss ed . Bat 


BETHNAL GREEN Disusep BuriaL GRouND.—Question, Mr. Forde Ridley 
(Bethnal Green, 8. W.); Answer, the Under Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (Mr, Jesse Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley) 


ACQUIREMENT OF STEAM VESSELS BY RAILWAY COMPANIES.—Question, Mr. 
Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, the President of the Board of Trade 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) . ee ‘ht 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION IN WALES—COoUNTY EXHIBITION EXAMINATIONS.— 
Question, Mr. David Thomas; Answer, the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


CHARING Cross PostaAL AND TELEGRAPH OFFICES.—Question, Mr. Henniker 
Heaton (Canterbury) ; Answer, the Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) ; J ee: 


Lasourers’ CoTraGEs IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Lough and Captain Donelan ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


LIMERICK AND Kerry RAtLwAy.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndhan ... ce 6 


GLASHABEG (KERRY) Roap LoAN.—Question, Mr Thomas O’Donnell ; inet 
Mr. Wyndhan ... Be aes cay si a a 


BALLYMOTE PoLice.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Lorp Ety’s Estate.—Question, Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham +s ue ~~ ee 5 ses née ts 


Irish LANGUAGE IN THE NEWTOWNARDS ScHOOL.—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham : nt nes Sets dg 


ARTISANS DWELLINGS IN IRISH Tow siihaaaiaini Mr. Sheehan (Cork ei 
Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; see ; 


Prison TRE a opi or Mr. Conor O’KELty, M.P.—Questions, Mr. ine 
(Leitrim, N.) and Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. Wyndham : ; 








858 


858 


859 


860 


860 


860 


861 


862 


863 


863 


864 


864 


865 





Ixx TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


February 10.) 


PAYMENT OF SUBSTITUTES FOR DISPENSARY MEDICAL OFFICERS.— Question, Mr. 
J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. Wyndham roe as sh 


IrIsH RAILWAY CLEARING HovusE.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CaTTLE TRANSIT—-THROUGH CONSIGNMENT NOoTEs.—Question, Mr. Field ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham th ne sins He $i 


IrtsH BLIND.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ers: Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ; : a xh 


ALBERT INSTITUTION, DUBLIN. on Mr. J. P. O’Brien (Tipperary, N. 3 
Answer, Mr. W yndham 


Cork Post OFFICE.—Question, Mr. J. P. X. O’Brien emai and Mr. Flynn ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


LETTERKENNY PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. McFadden (Donegal, 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain bbe ae is ith 


DoNEGAL Pier ToLLS—INCOME Tax ASSESSMENTS.—Question, Mr. McFadden : 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain om kis ies 5 ‘s 

{ 

COMMITTEE ON THE PRESERVATION OF LOCAL REcORDs.—Question, Mr. Bull 
(Hammersmith) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour - ste a 


NEw ProcEDURE RULEs.—Questions, Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington), 
General Laurie, Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.), and Mr. James Lowther 
(Kent, Thanet) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... 


PRESENTATION OF SUPPLEMENTARY EsTIMATES.—Question, Mr. Sydney Buxton 
(Tower Hamlets, Poplar), Sir William Harcourt, Mr. John Redmond 
(Waterford), and Mr. Gibson Bowles ce Regis) Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ... ’ 


SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES (PRESENTATION)—MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. JoHN REDMOND, Member for Waterford, rose in his place, and asked 
leave to move the adjournment of the House for the purpose of discussing 
a definite matter of urgent publie importance, viz.—‘ The presentation of 
a Supplementary Estimate for Civil Service in one sum covering various 
Departments contrary to the custom of the House”; but the pleasure of 
the House not having been signified, Mr. Speaker called on those Members 
who supported the Motion to rise in their places, and not less than forty 
Members having accordingly risen. 


Mr. John Redmond 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That this House do now adjourn.” -— 
(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) . 
Mr. Bydney Buaton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) ... 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W. ) 
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The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E. i.) 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling rican 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ‘ 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) : 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Bur: ghs) 
The Secretary to the Treasury — Austen Chamberlain, Worcester ‘shire, E. f) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, £.)  ... 
Mr. Seely (Lincoln)... i 
Mr. Lough —- W. )-. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 9 
Mr. John Redmond... 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn . 


Patent Law AMENDMENT. 


The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds Central) 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) sas ian vt cae ies 


PaTENT LAW AMENBMENT.—Bill to amend the law with reference to appli- 
cations for Patents and Compulsory Licences, and other matters connected 
therewith, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. Attorney 
General, and Mr. Solicitor General. 


PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILi.—“ To amend the law with reference to appli- 
cations for Patents and Compulsory Licenses, and other matters connected 
therewith,” presented accordingly and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 10th March, and to be printed. [Bill 87.] 


NEW PROCEDURE RULES.—FirRST Day’s DEBATE. 


OFFICE OF SPEAKER.—Standing Order No. 83 [20th July, 1855] read, as fol- 
loweth + :—That whenever the House shall be informed by the Clerk at the 
Table of the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means do perform the duties and exercise the authority 
of Speaker in relation to all proceedings of this House, as Deputy Speaker, 
until the next meeting of the House, and so on from day to day, on the 
like information being given to the House, until the House shall otherwise 
order: Provided that if the House shall adjourn for more than Twenty- 
four hours the Deputy Speaker shall continue to perform the duties and 
exercise the authority of Speaker for Twenty-four hours only after such 
adjournment :— 


Amendment proposed at the end of the Standing Order to add the words :— 


“ At the commencement of every Parliament or from time to time, as necessity 
may arise, the House may appoint a Deputy Chairman, who shall, when- 
ever the House is informed of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman 
of Ways and Means, be entitled to exercise all the powers vested in 
the Chairman of bri and Means, including his powers as Deputy 
Speaker ” :—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Samuel Hoare (Norwich) ” 

Mr. Mellor (Yorkshire, W.R., Sowerb ae 

The Forst Lord of the T: veasury (Mr A. J. Balfour, "Manchester, B) 
Sir Charles Dilke es Forest of wots ; 

Mr. Loder (Brighton) 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment :— 


“In line 2, to leave out the second word ‘may,’ and insert the word 
‘shall.’ ”—(.Mr. Loder). 


Question pr yposed, “That the word ‘may’ stand part of the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 

Mr, Blake (Longford, 8.) . 

The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. ‘Grant Lawson, York shire, 
N.R., Thirsk) .. vai : ba di ‘i 


Question, “ That the word ‘ may’ stand part of the jaeiaghl Amendment,” put, 
and agreed to. 


Mi . MM: Ke wie 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment, in line 3, to leave out the 
words :— 


“Whenever the House is informed of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means.”—-(Mr. M‘Kenna.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘whenever the House is informed’ stand 
part of the proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. Grant Lawson ... 

Mr. Bartley a 

Mr, Gibson Bowles ... 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment amended, by inserting in line 3, after the word “informed,” the 
words “ by the Clerk at the Table.” 


Mr, Gibson Bowles ... _ vith “ea 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment, as amended :— 


“Tn line 5, after the word ‘ Means,’ to leave out the words ‘ including his 
powers as Deputy-Speaker.’”—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment, as amended.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment, as amended, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ‘ ae 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment, as amended in line 6, at 
the end, to add the words :— 


“ Provided always, that no holder of a Directorship in a Public Company 
shall be eligible for appointment as Deputy Chairman.”——(Mr. Swift 
MacNeill.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be added to the proposed 
Amendment, as amended, be there added.” 


Mr, A. J. Balfour ... 

Stir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W. ) 
Mr, Vicury Gibbs (Hertfordshire, St. ene 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick)... 

Mr. James Lowther (Kent, men 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 
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Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 120; Noes, 207. (Division List, No. 19). 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) — ... ar gis ss was ssi ona OEE 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment, as amended :— 


“Tn line 6, at the end, to add the words except the power of granting the 
closure or naming a Member of the House for disregarding the ruling 
of the Chair.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words he there added.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ... _ vn ih Habs te = ... 950 
Sir William Harcourt it bid Bis bes bi. ak si. 3961 
Mr. Gibson Bowles . Lea said i oak wild .. 95) 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkealdy Burghs) wate wes ied wad a 3’ 96S 
Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ied sa oe se .. 964 
Str H, Campbell-Bannerman é are tad $F wee 255 
Mr. T. P. OUonnor (Liverpool, Scotland) .. bd Ai $0 we 958 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 122 ; Noes, 242. (Division List, No. 20.) 
Mr. Swift MacNeill. A ae st ~ ues “y sc 968: 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment, as amended :— 


“In line 6, at the end, to add the words,—‘ Provided always that all 
Motions specifically framed for the purpose of impugning the decisions 
of the Deputy Chairman or his conduct in the discharge of his 
duties as Deputy Chairman shall take precedence of the Orders of the 


Day. ”-—(Mr. Swift MacNeill)... es BP 4 se .. 963 
Question proposed ‘ That those words be there added.” 

Mr. A. J. Balfour. ae vs x ae ive a .» 965 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, ny ie its sie win wis sy .. 966 

Mr. Dalziel ie ep vil ia ve ihe So -- See 


Question put, 
The House divided :—Ayes, 72 ; Noes, 250. (Division List, No. 21.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ At the commencement of every Parliament 
or from time to time, as necessity may arise, the House may appoint a 
Deputy Chairman, who shall, whenever the House is informed by the Clerk 
at the Table of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, be entitled to exercise all the powers vested in the Chairman of 
Ways and M eans, including his powers as Deputy Speaker’ be added at the 
end of the Standing Order ;’ 


Debate arising; and, it being after Midnight, and objection being taken to 
further proceeding, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed Tomorrow. 


Adjourned at Ten Minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 11TH FEBRUARY, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
that, in the case of the following Bill referred on the First Keading thereof, 
Standing Order No 62 has been complied with, viz :— 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill. 
Ordered that the Bill be read a second time ... 


Brighton and Rottingdean Seashore Electric Tramroad Bill.— Lincoln 
and East Coast Railway and Dock (Abandonment) Bill; South Wales 
Electrical Power Distribution Bill—Read a second time, and committed. 


Halifax Corporation Bill.— To extend the boundaries of the county 
borough of Halifax, and to empower the Corporation to construct additional 
tramways, street widenings, and improvements ; to confer further powers 
with respect to their sewerage, waterworks, and electricity undertakings, 
and in regard to streets and buildings, and for the health, local govern- 

ment, and improvement of the borough ; and for other pare, read the 
first time ; to be read a second time. ... ; Re re 


Electric mong (London) Bill.—Ordered, That the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills do examine the Electric Lighting (London) Bill, with zespect 
to compliance with the Standing Orders relative to Private Bills —(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) : +3 “he tun —s Se 


STANDING OrDERS.—Resolutions reported from the Committee. 


1. “That in the case of the West Ham Corporation Petition, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with ; That the parties be per- 
mitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


2. “That, in the case of the Sheffield, Rotherham, and Bawtry Railway 
Petition, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with : That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


3. ‘That in the case of the Fleetwood Urban District Council, 
Petition for leave to deposit a Petition for Bill, the Standing Orders ought 
to be dispensed with: That the parties be permitted to deposit their 
Petition for a Bill.” 


4. “That, in the case of the Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 
Harbours Petition, the Standing Orders ought not to be dispensed with.” 


First Three Resolutions agreed to. 


Report to lie upon the Table ... 


PETITIONS. 
oal Mines (Employment) Bill.—Petitions in favour, from Barnsley, Lepton, 
Tinsley Park, Ashton-under-Lyne, and Kingswinford; to lie upon the 
Table ‘i ii ine oe ‘> iis $k oe ‘3 
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Grocers’ LICENSES (SCOTLAND).— Petition of the United Free Church of 
Scotland Temperance Committee, for legislation ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Ixxv 
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Licensing Acts Amendment (Scotland) Bill.—Petetions in favour, from 


Scottish Temperance Legislation Board; Dalmarnock, and Montrose ; to 
lie upon the Table ‘ts . we aie sh dee 


Licensing Bill.—Petitions in favour ; from sa tee and Manchester ; to lie 
upon the Table : ‘ 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill.—Petitions in favour, from Lepton, a 
Tinsley Park, and Kingswinford ; to lie upon the Table... : 


Midwives Bill.—Petition in favour, from —— sermaiir ine atts to lie 
upon the Table .. i : A, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIFE SAVING APPLIANCES. sal = Laiaianene 10th 
February] to be printed [No. 56.] Z sin 


TELEGRAPH MONEY ORDERS (UNITED KINGDOM AND Ecypt).—Copy presented, 
of additional articles to the Money Order Agreement, dated the 6th-15th 
December, 1873, between the General Post Office of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland and the General Post Office of E eypt [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table as 


Post Orrick TELEGRAPHS.—Return presented, relative thereto ford 7th 
February; Mr. Austen ei aan to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed [No. 57.] ; = hs wes aM 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 5th 
February, 1902, declaring that Edward Wells, Labourer, Royal Laboratory, 
was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate through inadvertence on 
the part of the Head of his Department [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. 


ARMY (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT).—Copy presented, of the Appropriation 
Account for 1900-1901, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General thereon, and upon the Store Accounts of the was) [by — to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed [No. 58]. at 


NAvy (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT).— Copy presented, of the Appropriation 
Account of the Navy for 1900-1901, with the Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General thereon, and upon the Store Accounts of the Navy 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed [No. 59]. ’ re 


Raibway AND CANAL TRAFFIC Acts, 1854-1894. — Copy presented, of 
Thirteenth Annual Report of the Railway and Canal Commission, with 
Appendix [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Factory AND WorksHoP AcT, 1901 (VENTILATION OF HUMID TEXTILE 
FACTORIES OTHER THAN CoTTON CLOTH FACTORIES).— Copy presented, 
of Order, dated 4th February, 1902, made by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department in pursuance of Section 7 of the Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1901, prescribing a standard of Ventilation for certain 
Humid Textile Factories other than Cotton Cloth Factories shes ica to 
lie upon the Table sp : 
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SoutH Arrica.—Copy presented, of Further Correspondence relative to the 
treatment of Natives by the Boers [by Command] to lie upon the Table .... 977 


CiviL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES, 1901--1902).—Copy presented, of 
a Revised Estimate of the Further Sums required to be voted for the Ser- 
vice of the year ending 3lst March, 1902 [by Command] ; Referred to the 


Committee of Supply, and to be printed [No. 60] 977 
JAPAN (NO. 1, 1902).—Copy presented of Despatch to His Majesty’s Minister 

at Tokio forwarding Agreement between Great Britain and Japan, of 

30th January, 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. ... ~~ 977 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) (CHAIRMEN’S PANEL).—Mr, Halsey re- 
ported from the Committee of Selection. That they had selected the 
following Six Members to be the Chairmen’s Panel, and to serve as Chair- Pr 
men of the two Standing Committees to be appointed under Standing 
Order No. 47:—Mr. John Ellis, Sir James Fergusson, Lord Edmond Fitz- 
maurice, Mr. Laurence Hardy, Mr. Stuart-Wortley, and Sir Thomas 


Esmonde 
a M 1 -- 
teport to lie.on the Table. ... ee - oh ys ‘es ss ae So 
SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—Mr. Halsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had nominated the following Members to 
serve on the Standing Committee for the Consideration of all Bills relating M: 


to Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, 
which may, by Order of the House, be committed to such Standing Com- 
mittee :—Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Baird, Mr. Baldwin, Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four, Mr. Beckett, Mr. Boland, Mr. Griffith-Boscawen, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Be 
Jobn Burns, Mr. Burt, Sir Charles Cayzer, Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- | 
chequer, Mr. Channing, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Jesse Collings, Sir John Colomb, 
Mr. Crombie, Mr. Dillon, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, Mr. Doughty, Mr. Cc 
J. P. Farrell, Mr. Fenwick, Sir Robeit Penrose-FitzGerald, Sir Fortes- 
‘cue Flannery, Sir Henry Fowler, Mr Galloway, Mr. Garfit, Sir Alfred 
Hickman, Sir William Hornby, Sir William Houldsworth, Mr. Jeffreys, Sir Di 
James Joicey, Mr. Lambert. Sir Elliott Lees, Mr. Lloyd-George, Colonel 
Long, Mr. Walter Long, Dr. MacDonnell, Mr. Macartney, Mr William 





M’Killop, Mr. Mather, Mr. W. J. Maxwell, Mr. T. P. O'Connor, Mr. M 
Parkes, Mr. Pike Pease, Colonel Pilkington, Sir James Rankin, Mr. Ren- 
shaw, Mr. Herbert Roberts, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Round, Mr. T. W. W 


Russell, Mr. Stuart Samuel, Mr. Seton-Karr, Mr. Thomas Shaw, Sir Bar- 
rington Simeon, Sir Edward Strachey, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Tennant, Mr. 
Tomlinson, Mr. Whitley Thomson, Mr. Tully, Mr. George Whiteley, AI 
Colonel Williams, Sir Frederick Wills, Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Mr. 
Wolff, and Mr. Samuel Young. 


Mr. Halsey further reported from the Committee of Selection ; That 
they had nominated the following Members to serve on the Standing Com- 
mittee for the consideration of all Bills relating to Law, and Courts of 
Justice, and Legal Procedure which may, by order of the House, be com- 
mitted to such Standing Committee :—The Lord Advocate, Mr. Asquith, 
Mr. Atherley-Jones, Mr. Atkinson, Mr. Barlow, Mr. Bartley, Mr. Butcher, 
Mr. Carew, Lord Hugh Cecil, Mr. Clancy, Mr. Coghill, Mr. Colston, Mr. 
Cripps, Sir Savile Crossley, Mr. Bromley-Davenport, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. 
Dillon, Mr. Tatton Egerton, Mr. Arthur Elliot, Mr. Samuel Evans, Mr. 
George Faber, Sir George Fardell, Mr. Flynn, Mr. Vicary Gibbs, Sir 
Frederick Godson, Mr. Goulding, Mr. Graham, Mr. H. D. Greene, Mr. 
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Haldane, Mr. Harwood, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. James Heath, Mr. Helder, 
Mr. Hemphill, Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Brinmore Jones, 
Mr. Jordan, Mr. Lees Knowles, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, Sir Joseph Leese, 
Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. Loder, Mr. A. K. Loyd, Mr. Lyttleton, Dr. 
Macnammara, Mr. MacNeill, Sir Henry Meysey-Thompson, Mr. William 
Moore, Mr. Arthur Morton, Mr. Newdigate, Captain Norton, Sir Francis 
Powell, Lieutenant-Colonel Pryce-Jones, Sir Robert Reid, Mr. Secretary 
Ritchie, Mr. Bryn Roberts, Mr. Parker Smith, Mr. Soames, Mr. Solicitor 
General, Sir Ernest Spencer, Mr. Stevenson, Sir Benjamin Stone, Mr. Ure, 
Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. Robert Wallace, Mr. Warr, and Sir James Wood- 
house. 


Reports to lie on the Table. 


PROCEDURE—BALLOT FOR Notices, Etc.—Questions, Mr. James Hope 
(Sheffield, Brightside), Mr. Vicary Gibbs ames St. satis and 
Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answers, Mr. Speaker. , 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH Arrica.—GoLp Inpustry TAXATION.—Question, Mr. Charles Allen 
(Gloucestershire, Stroud) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J.Chamberlain, Birmingham, W .) 


Mrs. De Wer.—Questions, Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh), Mr. Winston 
Churchill (Oldham); Answers, The Secretary for War (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford). ‘ sa sa So sil ts bd 


Boer PRISONERS OF WAR —NATIONALITY RETURN.—-Question, Mr. Bartley 
(Islington, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick. ‘i sa x 


CoMMISSION ON ENTERIC FEVER AND DyYSENTERY.—Question, Sir John Tuke 
(Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s Universities) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick. 

Dr. REINECKE.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick a xy ot eat ab eds as Les she 


Minirary Courts MARTIAL.— Question, Mr. C. P. Scott ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


War Orrice—Cost oF INTELLIGENCE AND REMOUNT.—-Question, Sir John 
Colomb (Great Yarmouth); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... nt ii 


Army Horses—REQUISITIONS.—Questions, Sir Blundell Maple (Camberwell, 
Dulwich), and Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick. 


Srarr OF REMOUNT DEPARTMENT.—Question, Sir John Colomb; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ae = ica 43 ea a3 es 


Remounts—MiILitary Court OF INQUIRY.—Question, Colonel Welby 
(Taunton) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ; axe see ati id 


CONTRACTS FOR HUNGARIAN Horses.—Question, Mr. Labouchere (North- 
ampton), and Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford); Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) . 


Masor ARMSTRONG’S PURCHASES.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, Lord 
Stanley ... - wt si saa ab dis ott i. 
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Messrs. HouLper’s CONTRACT. —- Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, Lord 
Stanley ... Ks ‘ Li sei std 


HORSEs FROM THE Don CounTRY.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; Caammiin Lord 
Stanley .. ei vesk xm oe és ' h ved 


HorsE BREEDING IN THE COLONIES.—Question, Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ; - vr aes soe ae 


War OFFicE DEPARTMENTAL REGULATIONS. a asses Sir John Colomb ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick be lye / jae te : aE 


SouTH AFRICAN MEAT ConTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley — die we see ye pe ni 


SouTH AFRICAN CONTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson eitanied . 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick Ls Bk ab Ss Bes 6 


Post OFFICE VOLUNTEERS AT THE FRONT.—Question, Mr. Thornton seta : 
Answer, Lord Stanley .. sa ee es a a 


MILITARY PRISONERS. Se ned Mr. Charles Hobhouse ; Answer, Lord 
Stanley . ne se es a is iS aul 


SMALLPOX HospiraL AT ALDERSHOT.—Colonel Tufnell (Essex, S.E.), Major 
Rasch, and Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston); Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ms ses ae ies spe a abs Bee 


CHATHAM DockYARD—DISCHARGE OF WORKMEN.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke, 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, The Secretary to the Admir- 
alty (Mr. Arnold Forster, Belfast, W.) 


CORONATION NAVAL REVIEW.—Question, Mr. Charles Wilson, (Hull, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold Forster ... Ae! Ae cs. ch tt 2s 


SPANISH-AMERICAN WaAr—DIPLOMATIC ACTION PRECEDING THE WaAR.— 
Question, Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, 8.) ; The Under eanitine i of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) : ‘ 


SEAMEN AND THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcT.—Question, Sir Francis 
Evans (Maidstone) ; na erg The 6 igs 0 of State for the Home gaan 
ment (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) . - 


GOVERNMENT LICENSING BILL.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts cma a nie 
W.); Answer, Mr. Ritchie as ape ~ : vi ‘ 


COUNTERFOILS FOR PosTAL ORpDERS.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton 
(Canterbury); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the reese td ain 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) Sie 


SoutH Uist MAIL SErvice.—Question, Mr. John Dewar (Inverness) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain bik ERR NES ee a so 


“THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.”—Questions, Captain Norton (Newington, 
W.) and Mr. Nannetti re — es ; Nae Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


ARMADALE (SKYE) PIER.—Question, Mr. John Dewar; Answer, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) awe =i 
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EDUCATION AGITATIONS.—Question, Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ; 
Answer, the Vice-President of the Committee of Council of Education 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


THE PRESIDENT OF THE Divorce DIvision.—Question, Dr. Farquharson 
(Aberdeenshire, N.) ; Answer, the oe General _ Robert F —— 
(Inverness Burghs) : 


CONVICTIONS OF IRISH MEMBERS.—Questions, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answers, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) anc The First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Irish County CounciL MEETINGS.—Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde iiss 
N.) and Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ; 


Maconocuy Estate.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


CONSTABULARY MARRIAGE REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Roche re 6 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham am ea) ha 


Crimes Act PRosECUTION.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) AcTs.—Questions, Mr. Sheehan (Cork Co., Mid) and 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham sa ? 


New Ross Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Ffrench ne bane Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain as ee ae ‘ 


SUPPLEMENTARY EsTIMATES—(PRESENTATION ).—Questions, Mr. John Redmond 
(Waterford) and Mr. Labouchere ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


SITTINGS OF THE HousE (ASH WEDNESDAY). 
Motion made, and Question proposed. 
‘That this House do meet Tomorrow, at Two of the Clock.”—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 218 ; Noes, 130. (Division List, No. 22.) 


NEW BILLS, 


LABOUR Bureaux (LonpoN.)—Bill to authorise the establishment of Labour 
Bureaux throughout the Metropolis, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Lough, 
Mr. John Burns, Mr. Harry Samuel, Captain Norton, Mr. Hay, and Mr. 
Cremer. 


Labour Bureaux (London) Bill.—‘ To authorise the establishment of Labour 
Bureaux throughout the Metropolis,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 88. Fe 


BurcH PoLicE AND PuBLic HEALTH (SCOTLAND).—Bill to amend the Law 
relating to the Police and Public Health administration of burghs in Scot- 
land, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Asher, Mr. John Morley, Mr. Parker 

Smith, Sir Robert Reid, Colonel Denny, and Mr. Law. 
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Burgh Police and Public Health (Scotland) Bill.—‘“To amend the Law 
relating to the Police and Public Health administration of Burghs in Scot- 
land,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 19th March, and to be printed. [Bill 89.]_ ... wh ; 


CueEAp TRAINsS.—Bill to amend the Law relating to Cheap Trains for the working 
classes, ordered to be brought in by Captain Norton, Mr. Sydney Buxton, 
Sir Albert Rollit, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Scott, 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham), and Mr. Macnamara. 


Cheap Trains Bill.—“To amend the Law relating to Cheap Trains for the 
working classes,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, 23rd June, and to be printed. [Bill 90.] 


WorkKMEN’s COMPENSATION AcT (1897) AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend The 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
M’Kenna, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. William Abraham (Rhondda), Mr. Bell, 
Mr. David Thomas, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. Pickard, Mr. Burt, Mr. John Wilson 
(Durham), Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Markham, and Mr. Broadhurst. 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Amendment Bill.—‘“ To amend The 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time Tomorrow, and to be printed. [Bill 21.] 


Stunpay Criosinec (WALEs) Act (1881) AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend The Sunday 
Closing (Wales) Act, 1881, and to make further provision respecting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in Wales and Monmouthshire, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Herbert Roberts, Mr. Alfred Thomas, Mr. Herbert Lewis, 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen, and Mr. William Jones. 


Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment Bill.—‘To amend The 
Sunday Closing (Wales) Act, 1881, and to make further provision respecting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in Wales and Monmouthshire,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 4th 
June, and to be printed. [Bill 92.] 6 


Sires VaLvuEs. (LonpDoN) Ratinc.—Bill to provide for the Rating of Sites Values 
in London, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Sydney Buxton, Mr. Moulton, 
Mr. John Burns, Mr. Edward Morton, and Mr. Lough. 


Sites Values (London) Rating BIll.—“To provide for the Rating of Sites 
Values in London,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 19th February, and to be printed. [Bill 93.] 


NEW PROCEDURE RULES—SECOND DaAy’s DEBATE. 


OFFICE OF SPEAKER. —-Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question 
[10th February], “That Standing Order 83 (Office of Speaker) be amended, 
by adding, at the end of the Standing Order, the words ‘ At the commence- 
ment of every Parliament, or from time to time, as necessity may arise, the 
House may appoint a Deputy Chairman, who shall, whenever the House is 
informed by the Clerk at the Table of the unavoidable absence of the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means, be entitled to exercise all the powers vested in the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, including his powers as Deputy Speaker.’ ”——- 


(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
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Question put, “That those words be there added.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 275; Noes, 91. (Division List, No. 23.) 


ORDER IN DEBATE—SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS. 
The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, York- 
shire, N.R., Thirsk) ae any oi ica ees ty ... 1016 
Amendment proposed to the Standing Order :— 


“Tn line 10, to leave out the words ‘On a Motion being made, put the same 
Question in a similar way, and, if the Motion is carried, shall’” :— 
(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Standing Order.” 


Mr. Blake (Longford, 8S.) ... sis re aah ‘eis oe oo LORE 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis)... sis Si si si ... 1019 
Mr. Lough (Islington, IV.) ... ee Sd she see _ ... 1020 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 3 So6 sey = BM, ay -<« 2020 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; ate pik.” RES ... 1022 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester shire, Forest of Dean)... oes a vo» 1032 


Question put. 
The House divided :— Ayes, 103 ; Noes, 282. (Division List, No. 24.) 


Standing Order further amended, in line 13, by inserting after the word “ shall,” 
the words ‘on a Motion being made. 


Mr. Grant Lawson ... ok = ve sii ae wd ..« 1025 


Amendment proposed to the Standing Order, in line 17 :— 


(In the second paragraph), to leave out the words “Shall continue for 
one week, on the second occasion for a fortnight, and on the third or any 
subsequent occasion for a month,” and insert the words “in any session 
shall continue until the expiration of the next twenty days on which the 
House sits, on the second occasion until the expiration of the next forty 
days on which the House sits, and on the third or any subsequent occasion 
until the expiration of the next eighty days on which the House sits, and 
the number of days of suspension shall be reckoned irrespectively of any 
prorogation or adjournment. 


“If a Member is suspended under this Order, his suspension shall, not- 
withstanding the expiration of the days of suspension aforesaid, continue 
until he has written a letter to the Speaker, expressing his sincere regret to 
3 House for the offence for which he has been suspended.”—(Mr. Grant 

AWSON. ) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Standing Order.” 


Sir Charles Dilke ... is i .- 1027 
Sir Frederick Milner sages atinghamshire Bassetlaw) We os ..- 1026 
Mr. Blake sun ok at. ae . 1030 


VOL. CII. [FourTH 1 Senres.] f 
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Earl Percy (Kensington, S.) st SS ss at ii ... 1035 
Mr. Robson (South Shields)... 5 ies rats ia ae ... 1036 
Mr. Winston Churchill ( (Oldham) . ast ree ae se ... 1041 
Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron WV ‘alden) see a uh is .-- 1045 
Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) s% of 1 ... 1047 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) ... 1049 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. we ‘Balfour, "Manche ster, E.) ... 1050 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling ay aid ss ... 1058 
Mr. Seton-Karr (St. Helens) ies Pa me ... LOGO 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion)... aa a a ... 1063 
Mr. J. W. Wilson (Ht “orcestershire, SS ere oe) <a is ... 10654 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ... ae oP ‘ bs ... 1067 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) ... bax ee ce oe ... 1068 TI 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ... os si ve 7 sss LOT 
Mr, Bartley Islington, N.)... Ae ne sis Ss ea ie MOT 
Mr. John Burns ( Battersea)... rer Bat as fee ae LOW 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) ... bes, pes . Ks co STS W 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ba até ‘6s es ... 1080 
Col. Saunderson (Armagh, N.) » Re sis ee sos SOB 
Mr. 7, P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) soy 1088 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. ¢ ‘hamber lain, Birminghem, W. ) 1094 SH 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, WV.) a fs ... 1106 


(Juestion, “ That the debate be now adjourned,”—( Mr. John Ledinond)— 
put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. Sc 


HOUSE OF COMMONS srangicones AND REFRESHMENT Rooms).—-Ordered, That a 

"+" Select Committee be appointed to control the arrangements for the Kitchen Co 

‘s#Mand Refreshment Rooms in the Department of the Sergeant- at-Arms attend- 
ing this House. 


Ordered, That the Committee do consist of seventeen Members. 


The Committee was accordingly nominated of —Mr. Jumes Bailey, Mr. Lu 
Broadhurst, Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. Cochrane, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Dalziel, Sir 
Horatio Davies, Mr. Firbank, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Leigh Bennett, Colonel Lockwood, 
Mr. Moedona, Dr. Macdonnell, Mr. Nicol, Mr. Pierpont, Mr. Power, and Lr 
Mr. Willian Redmond. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 





Lic 
Ordered, That three be the quorum.—(Sir Villiam Walrond.) Re iy A M 
MA 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’sS SISTER BILL. 
: : Mn 
{Order for Committee read. } 
Bill considered in Committee. 
Put 


(In the Committee. ) 


Mr. GRANT Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. | 
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1049 
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n Coal Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BiLt.—Petitions in favour, from Batley; High- 
town; Liversedge ; Hartshead ; Birley (No. i.) Collieries ; and Netherton ; 
to lie upon the Table... bis san oe sez ste hie a Se 
GROCERS’ CERTIFICATES (SCOTLAND) BiLt.-—Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table... se a ve x3 abe os vos BEGG 
LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) BiLi.-—Petition of the Scottish Trade 
| Defence Association, against ; to lie upon the Table ‘es bli ... 1113 
LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petitions in favour, from 
Dalmellington ; Edinburgh (two); LEarlston; Glasgow (four); Logie ; 
Dryfesdale; Buittle; Kilmarnock (three); Saltcoats (five): Ardrossan ; 
Inverness ; and Ayrshire ; to lie upon the Table... a bat -- 1113 
LICENSING BiLt.-—Two petitions from Eccles, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 1114 
111] 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s StsTER BiLL.—Petition from bis 
against ; to lie upon the Table a “ne vite as ks « S204 





Mines .(Eicur Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour, from Batley ; Hartshead ; 
Hightown ; Liversedge ; Birley (No. 1.) Collieries ; and Netherton ; to lie 
upon the Table . ove aes ove eee oes ese eee ee 1114 


Pustic Houses (Hours or CLosinG) (SCOTLAND) AcT (1887) AMENDMENT 
Biii.—Petitions in favour, from Glasgow (four) ; Paisley ; United Free 
Church of Scotland Temperance Committee ; and Greenock ; to lie upon 
the Table wee ets gt wee +e ron -~ eee «. 1114 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILu.—Petitions in favour, from 
Manchester and Salford ; and Wandsworth ; to lie upon the Table + 2a 


SuHop Cups BiL_.—Petition from Bathgate (West Lothian) in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ... ie es i aes oP ar ce -- 1114 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoMMITTALS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Returns from the Clerks of the 
Crown and Peace of the number of persons Committed for Trial in the year 
1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table in side is ss eve’ SURE 


Army (MILITARY KNIGHTS OF WINDSOR).—Copy presented, of Return of all 
Appointments during the last seven years to be Military Knights of 
Windsor [by Command]; to lie upon the Table __... ee se evs, AOR 


LEAD POISONING IN EARTHENWARE AND CHINA Works.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [Address 28th January ; Mr. Jesse Collings]; to lie upon 
the Table, and be printed. [No. 61.] Paper laid upon the Table by the Lo’ 
Clerk Assistant ... ma is ue cis bie — ‘iis sve SERS 


RESERVE AND DiscHARGED SoLpreRsS Civit EmpLoyMENt (House oF 
CoMMONs).—Return relative thereto [Ordered 28th January ; Colonel 





Brookfield] ; to be printed. [No. 62.] 1115 

LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) BILL [Seconp READING]. 

Order for Second Reading read. 
Sir Mark: Stuart Kirkeudbrightshire Sid = sige ik vos’ TUG 
Vis 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 

second time.”°—(Sir Mark Stuart.) 

Mr. Whittaker (Yorkshire, W.R., Spen Valley)... a vr coe LEBI 
Amendment proposed :— OFF 
“To leave out the word now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 

words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Whittaker.) 

Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Discussion :— 

Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ... be Mee si ies sox ELBD 

Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) ... ide yak enh son, Se THE 

Mr. Douglas (Lanarkshire, N.W.) .. si sa me ~ oo reba 

Sir Lewis McIver (Edinburgh, W.)- ike ite site et ... 1141 THE 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burgh) es wi se ‘ok .» 1145 

Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) sis iil sie _ .» 1149 

Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire)... Bee ae ie bei «os Mae 


Mr. Shaw Stewart (Renfrewshire, BE.) ... oe Sis an .-» 1154 
Major Jumeson (Clare, WW.) a ie wie sed ove .-- 1156 
The: Lord Advocate (Mr. 4. Graham Murvay, Buteshire). ... ia .-» 1158 The 
Mr. John Wilson (Glasgow, St. Rollor) — ... ie re sae ..- 1163 


It heing half-past five of the clock, the debate soon adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Wednesday, 26th February. 
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ANGLO-JAPANESE AGREEMENT. 


On the Motion for the adjournment—— 


Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burgh); Answer, the 
First Lord of theTreasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


THE CIVIL SERVICE SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Adjourned at Twenty-five Minutes before Six o’clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 13rH FEBRUARY, 1902. 


LorD NewsorouGH.—Ordered and Directed, by the Lords Spiritual and Tem- 
poral in Parliament assembled, that a Certificate be sent by the Clerk of the 
Parliaments to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the Lord 
Chancellor of the United Kingdom has reported to the House of Lords that 
the right of the Lord Newborough to vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of him the said 
Lord Chancellor ; and that the House of Lords has ordered such Report to 
be sent to the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland ; and it is hereby also 
Ordered that the said Report of the said Lord Chancellor be sent to the 
Clerk of the Crown in Ireland xs ae me Si ; 


ViscounT TAAFFE.—Report from the Lord Chancellor, that in the opinion of the 
Lord Chancellor the claim of Henry Edward Mary Taaffe, Viscount Taaffe 
of Corren, to vote at the elections of Representative Peers for Ireland is of 
such a nature that it ought to be referred to a Committee for privileges, read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table - - aa i 


OFFICE OF LorD GREAT CHAMBERLAIN.—Petition of Gilbert Henry Earl of 
Ancaster, Lord Willoughby de Eresby that he may be permitted to refer at 
the hearing of his claim to the office of Lord Great Chamberlain of England 
to the printed evidence adduced in support of the petition of his late mother 
Clementina Elizabeth Dowager Lady Aveland, presented on the 5th of June, 
1871, praying that the abeyance of the said Barony of Willoughby de Eresby 
might be terminated in her favour ; read, and referred to the Committee for 
privileges 


THE Lorp CHURSTON took the oath 

Peps 

THE MARQUESS OF ANGLESEY sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
father ii us i - $4 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 


Scarborough Tramways. 
Halifax Corporation. 
Wrexham District Tramways. 
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And that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have Nz 
been complied with :— 


North Staffordshire Tramways [H.L. ]. 

Central Argentine and Rosario Railway [H.L.]. 
Donegal Railway [H.L.}. : Isl 
Rhymney Railway [H.L.]}. 
Wrexham Water [H.L. ]. 
Taff Vale Railway [H.L.]. Ab 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... aes i ‘a ee L166 
Standing Orders Committee.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 

complied with in respect of the 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2.) Bill [11.1. | 


Ought to be dispensed with, provided that the powers to make Railways 
Nos. 2, 3, and 4 be struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the following Lal 
Bills :— 


Central Argentine and Rosario Railway [H.L. ] 
Saddleworth, Springhead, and Lees Tramways [H.L. | 


Ought to be dispensed with and the Bills allowed to proceed. 
That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the 


Sheffield, Rotherham, and Bawtry Railway Bill 





Ought to be dispensed with. Yst 
That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the 
West Ham Corporation Bill Bir: 
Ought to be dispensed with, provided that sub-section 6 of section 21 be 
. a . Re : 
struck out of the Bill. Liv 
Read and agreed to... ‘ek des ioe = reer vn .. 1166 
Piccadilly and City Railway (No. 2.) Bill [H.L.]—A petition of Messrs. Wa 
Dyson and Company, of 9, Great George Street, Westminster, Parliamentary 
agents, praying for leave to present a petition of Nathan Salaman and 
others, praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill, although the time 
limited by Standing Order No. 92 forjpresenting such petition has expired ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; and Standing Order No. 92 to be The 
considered tomorrow, in order to its being dispensed with in respect of the 
said petition... _ no eve ee st oe si As SRE 


Waterford and Bishop Foy Endowed Schools Bill [#...].—Report of His 
Majesty’s Attorney General for Ireland received, and ordered to lie on the 
Table... se tk _ el acl whe ae we on LOO 


Consett Water Bill [1.1.].—To be read 2" on Tuesday next ... i ... 1167 


Benegal Railway Bill [u.L.]; Hastings Harbour District Railway (Extension 
of Time) Bill |H.L.] ; to be read 2" on Friday the 21st instant cas inc, SOE 
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National Telephone Company (Kingston-Upon-Hull) Bill [1.1.}; National 
Telephone Company (Manchester Area) Bill [H.L.] ; Swindon U ited Gas 
Bill |H.L.| ; to be read 2° on Monday the 24th instant ii : 


Isle of Wight Central Railway Bill {H.L.|; Newcastle and Gateshead Water 
Bill [H.L.] ; to he read 2* on Friday the 28th instant . i ; 


Abertiliery Urban District Council Bill [H.1.}; Ashton-under-Lyne 
and Dukinfield Corporations (Alma Bridge, ete.) Bill [1...]; Birming- 
ham Corporation Water Bill [H.L.]; Bradford Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; 
Brynaman and Neath Railway Bill [H..]; Buxton Urban District Council 

3ill [H.L.] ; City and Crystal Palace Railway Bill [H.1.]; City and North- 
East Suburban Electric Railw: ay (No. 2.) Sil fH. L.|; Darley Dale Water 
Bill [1.1.]; Devonport Corporation (General Powers) Bill [H.L.]; Devon- 
port Corporation (Water) Bill [H.L.]; Dover Harbour Bill{H.L.] ; Felixstowe 
and Walton Improvement Bill [H.1.]; Committed ; the Committee 3 to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Lancashire County (Lunatic Asylums) Bill [1.1.}; Leicester Corpora- 
tion Bill [u.L.}; London United Electric Railways Bill [1.1.]; 
Medway and Thames Canal Bill [H.L.]; Menai Bridge Urban District 
Council Bill [u.L.]; North and South Shields Electric Railway Bill [H.1.] ; 
North-East London Railway (No. 2.) Bill {H.L.] ; Nottingham Corporation 
Bill [H.L.]; Piccadilly and City Railway (No. 2.) Bill [H.L.]; Rhondda 
Urban District Council Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Tyne Improvement Com- 
mission bill {H.L.]; Wigan Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Committed ; the 
Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Ystradfellte Water Bill [11.1.]; Committed ; the Committees to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection si - oi oc de ah 


Birmingham Assay Office Bill [u.1.| ; Street Urban District Councli Water 
Bill [H.L.|; Swansea Corporation Water Bill [H.L.] ; Committed 2 


Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit eatin Bill spike ; North-West 
London Railway Bill | [H.L.]; read 2*.... sae 3 


Waterford and Bishop sil Endowed Schools Bill’ [H. a phen 2a (accord 


ing to order) 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the following Papers having 
been commanded to be presented to this House by His Majesty, had been 
so presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments, pursuant to Order of the House of the 17th February, 1896, viz. 


1. Japan, No. 1 (1902).—Despatch to His Majesty’s Minister at 
Toki, forwarding Agreement between Great Britain aud Japan, of 30th 
January, 1902. (February 11th) ; 


2. Dieting of Pauper Lunatics— 


(a.) Report on dieting of pauper lunatics in asylums and 
lunatie wards of poorhouses i in Scotland ; 
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(b.) Supplement to the Forty-Third Annual Report of the 


General Board of Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland (Feb- 
ruary 11th) ; 


3. Telegraph Money Orders (United Kingdom—Egypt)— Additional 
Articles to the Money Order Agreement, dated the 6th—15th of December, 
1873, between the General Post Office of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland and the General Post Office of Egypt. (February 11th) ; 


4. South Africa—Further correspondence relative to the treatment of 
natives by the Boers. (February 12th) ; 


5. Railway and Canal Traffic Acts, 1854-1894—Thirteenth Annual 
Report of the Railway and Canal Commission, with Appendix. (February 
12.) 


The same were ordered to lie upon the Table 
EpvucaTION (SCOTLAND).—Code of Regulations for Day Schools, 1902 ... 


Army.—Return of all Appointments during the last seven years to be Mili- 
tary Knights of Windsor 


CABLE COMMUNICATIONS.—First wa ei of the Inter-Departmental Committee on 
Cable Communications ‘ids " ; 


MINES AND QUARRIES (GENERAL REPORT AND STATISTICS FOR 1900, Part LV. 
’ 
COLONIAL AND FOREIGN STATISTICS).—Statistics relating to Persons em- 
ployed, Output, and Accidents at Mines and Quarries in the British Colonies 

and in Foreign Countries mp : 


TRADE (BRITISH FiRMs IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES).—Memorandum respecting the 
Position of Industrial and Commercial Establishments owned or managed by 
British Subjects or Companies in Foreign Countries ees : 


TRADE Reports.-MISCELLANEOUS SERIES.—No. 573. Supplementary Report 
on Chemical Instruction and Chemical Industries in Germany. _ Presented 
[by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


CoMMITTALS (IRELAND).—Returns from the Clerks of the Crown and Peace of 
the number of Persons committed for Trial, 1901 


FacTtoRY AND WorksHop Act, 1901 (VENTILATION oF Humip TEXTILE 
FACTORIES OTHER THAN CoTTon CLoTH FactoriEs).—Order, dated 4th 
February, 1902, made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
in pursuance of section 7 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, pre- 
scribing a standard of Ventilation for certain Humid Textile Factories 
other than Cotton Cloth Factories 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884.—Treasury Minute, dated 5th February, 1902, 
declaring that Edward Wells, labourer, Royal Laboratory, War Office, was 
appointed without a Civil Service Certificate through inadvertence on the 
part of the head cf his Department ; laid before the House _ to me 
and ordered to lie on the Table. wads 6 hate si 
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PETITIONS. 


PusLic Houses Hours or CLosinc (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.L.|—Petitions in 
favour of ; of Anniesland Gospel Temperance Association ; Temperance 
Committee of Scottish Congregational Union ; Trinity United Free Church 
Gospel Temperance Society ; Shawlands Hall Band of Hope ; and persons 
signing (3) ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... i tig 


PuBLic Houses Hours or CLOSING (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.L.|—Petition against ; 
of Edinburgh and Leith Licensed Grocers’ Association ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table 


ANGLO-J APANESE AGREEMENT. 


Earl Spencer 

The Secretary of State for Foreign A fiir S (the Marquess of Lansdow ne) 
The Earl of Rosebery eet 

The Marquess of Lansdowne 


REcTORS OF City PARISHES. 


Karl Beauchamp 1 “ 
The Lord Bishop of London 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—STATISTICAL RETURN OF BOER PRISONERS. 
Viscount Frankfort de Montmorency 


Moved, that an humble Address be presented to His Majesty for a 
Return of all Boer prisoners in our hands from the commencement of the 
war to 3lst January, 1902, showing— 


(1) The number of Transvaal and Orange Free State burghers : (2) the 
number of Cape Colony and Natal rebels who were serving in the Boer 
Army ; (3) the number of foreigners, now prisoners, who were living in 
the Transvaal and Orange Free State previous to the war; (4) the 
number of foreigners, now prisoners, who have joined the Boer Army 
during the war from Europe or elsewhere.—(Viscount Fraulfort de 
Jontmorency.) 


Motion (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 


REMOUNTS— YEOMANRY COMMITTEE’S REPORT—NEW INQUIRY. 


Lord Tweedmouth 

Lord Lamington 

The Earl of Mayo 

The Under Secretary of State for War wr (Lord Haglan) 
The Eari of Lonsdale 1 

The Earl of Rosebery 

Lord Hurris , ‘ 

The Marquess of Lansdowne 

Earl Spencer ‘ 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 13TH FEBRUARY, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 CompLieD W1TH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
that, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. : 


London and India Docks (Various Powers) Bill. 
West Gloucester Water Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


PRIVATE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 63 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
that in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz. : 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill. 

Ordered, The Bill be read a second time 


West Ham Corporation Bill.—‘“ To confer further powers upon the Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Burgesses of the county borough of West Ham, and to make 
further provision for the good government of that borough ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Sheffield, Rotherham, and Bawtry Railway Bill. —“ For making railways 
from Shefticld and Rotherham to Bawtry ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 


Scarborough Tramways Bill.—“ To incorporate the Scarborough Tramways 
Company and to empower that Company to make and maintain tramways 
and to execute certain street works in the borough of Scarborough ; to 
empower the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the borough to provide 
golf-links and recreation grounds ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 


PETITIONS. 


CiLuBS REGISTRATION (SCOTLAND).——Petition from Dundee, for legislation ; to 
lie upon the Table is 

CoaAL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BiLL.—Petitions in favour; from Low Laithes ; 
Grange Moor; Batley ; and Bradford ; to lie upon the Table 

LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) Act (1854) AMENDMENT BILL.—-Petition from 
Dundee in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) BiLL—Petitions in favour, from 
Aberdeen ; Glasgow ; and Fountainbridge (two) ; to lie upon the Table 


LICENSING Bitt.—Two petitions from Eccles, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SisTER Biti_.—Petition from Oxford, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 





Page 


1231 


123] 


1231 








Fe 
Mi 


Po 


ED 


NE 


SOL 








Page 


1230 


1231 


123] 


1231 


1251 


1231 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


February 13. | 

Mines (Ercut Hours) Biti.—Petitions in favour, from Ashton-under-Lyne ; 
Chickenley Heath; Low Laithes ; Grange Moor; and Bradford ; to lie 
upon the Table - ) 





PusLic Houses (Hours or CLosine) (SCOTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
BiL_.—-Petitions in favour, from Warrender Park; Anniesland ; Glasgow ; 
and Dundee ; to lie upon the Table 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND).—Petition from Dundee, for legislation ; to lie 
upon the Table 


VIVISECTION.—Petition from Lendon, for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CABLE COMMUNICATIONS.—Copy presented of First Report of the Inter- 
Departmental Committee on Cable Communication [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table yea othe 6a a 


Position OF British FirMs iN ForeIGN CoUNTRIES.—Copy presented of 
Memorandum respecting the Position of Industrial and Commercial Estab- 
lishments owned or managed by British Subjects or Companies in Foreign 
Countries [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


MINES AND QUARRIES.—Copy presented of General Report and Statistics for 
the year 1900, Part IV.; Colonial and Foreign Statistics ; Statistics relating 
to Persons employed, Output and Accidents at Mines and Quarries in the 
British Colonies and Foreign Countries [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (CopE 1902).—-Copy presented of Code of Regulations 
for Day Schools, 1902, with Appendices |by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table sa ‘as n= sea tae és Gus 


TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 573 | by Command]; to lie upon 
the Tabie 


New Writ.— New Writ for the County of Kilkenny (North Kilkenny), in the 
room of Patrick M’Dermott, Esquire (Manor of Northstead).—(Sir 
Thomas Esmonde.) F ‘ sie 


East INpiA (ARMY CHANGEs).-—Address for “Copy of a Memorandum regard- 
ing the Changes iu the Native Army of India,” prepared by the Indian 
Oftice in March, 1900.— (Mr. Schwann), fe 0% se 


QUESTIONS. 


Sourn ArricAN War-—ContTrABAND OF WaArR.—RiIGHT oF SEARCH.—THE 
“ HerzoG.”—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr, A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


SEARCHING FOR CONTRABAND OF WAR.—-PRESENT PRACTICE.—Question, Mr. 
Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


British SouTH AFRICAN CoMPANY.—Question, Mr. David Thomas (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour " at ao aS 
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SUGGESTED WAR TAX ON STEAMSHIP CoMPANIES.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies, IN’ 
(Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the aia (Si 
M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) a . 1236 at 
Home CHARGES FOR T 
Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; gp rl The » Secretary of State for Wa ar 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) _ ... : Fe ..» 1236 AN 
REMOUNTS—PURCHASES IN NEW ORLEANS. —e Captain Norton Sanat 
ington, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ie ve rr r eran 15 yf 
DurATION OF Horse Lire.—INsTRUCTIONS TO GOVERNMENT BuYERs, &C.— AN 
Questions, Mr. Frederick Wilson siamo me and es Norton ; 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick : . 1237 
Meat Contracts—CoLp STorRAGE CompANY.—Questions, Mr. Joseph A. Pease AN 
(Essex, Saffron Walden) and Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ; Answers, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) ... 1238 
Messrs. HOULDER AND Mr. BerGL.—Question, Mr. Labouchere (Nor ties bs Wt 
Answer, Lord Stanley ... va es sts pee cae : . 1239 
Mr. BerGi’s Meat Contract.—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee), Wc 
Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) and Mr. O’Shee (Waterford ; 
Answers, Lord Stanley ‘ie bi fi ifs ‘ie si ... 1240 
Mr. RHODES AND THE BERGL ConTRAcT.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, Cos 
Lord Stanley... jes a sa she ven is sae ... 1241 ‘ 
BRITISH PRISONERS AT BERMUDA.—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; Answer, Au 
Mr. Brodrick... sa - ik ie ~ wa it .. 124) sais 
Kumast CAMPAIGN.—Question, Mr. — Walton -aaeeieie W.R., Bar eds ys 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ; : ane ey ‘ . 1241 P 
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OFFICERS’ UNIFORM CHANGE.—Question, Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick gsg ~ at bee was Jes ... 1242 Ba 
Army Hay Contracts.—Question, Mr. M’Kenna ‘gece N.) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley... a oe ms 8 ae ah ... 1242 : 
Vac 
War OFFICE CLERKSHIPS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick os es sue re sis fe ... 1243 
INSPECTION OF WAR OFFICE StorES.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, Vac 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick... Ma ee Aes i tp ... 1243 
Composition jor ARMY Corps.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Tun 
Molton) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ee ae ies Ss she ... 1244 
DEFENCE OF COALING STATIONS—NAVAL OR Mititary ConTRoL.—Question, Min 
Lambert ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick Pak ae aA ace =A ... 1244 Ww 
Al 
ARTIFICER ENGINEERS.—Question, Mr. Plummer (Newcastle-on-Tyne) ; Answer, 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) ... 1244 
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TRADE WITH PersiA.—Question, Earl Percy (Kensington, 8.) ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ... 1244 
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INDIAN CABLE RATES—REDUCTION. a Mr. Wy lie ai ated 
Answer, Lord G, Hamilton... ” ‘ ite ss a . 1245 





AUSTRALIAN MAIL SerRvicE—INDIAN NATIVE SAILORS.—Question, Mr. Caine 
(Cornwall, Camborne) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton wa it ... 1245 
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February 13.] 
New Procepure Rutes.—[THIRD Day’s DeBATE.]|—ORDER IN DEBATE. 


Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on Amendment to Standing 
Order 21 (Order in Debate) as amended [11th February] :— 


And which Amendment was, in line 17 (in the second paragraph) to 
leave out the words “shall continue for one week, on the second occasion 
for a fortnight, and on the third or any subsequent occasion for a month,” 
and insert the words “in any session shall continue until the expiration of 
the next twenty days on which the House sits, on the second occasion 
until the expiration of the next forty days on which the House sits, and on 
the third or any subsequent occasion until the expiration of the next eighty 
days on which the House sits, and the number of days of suspension shall 
be reckoned irrespectively of any prorogation or adjournment. 


“Tf a Member is suspended under this Order, his suspension shall, 
notwithstanding the expiration of the days of suspension aforesaid, continue 
until he has written a letter to the Speaker, expres ssing his sincere regret to 
the House for the offence for which he has been suspended.”- —(Mr. A. J. 


Balfour.) 
Questions again proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Standing Order.” 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford ... 
Mr. Loyd (Berkshire, Spee: 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) 
Vr. Law (Glasgow, Blackfr iors) 
Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, N.W.)_ ... 
Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton) 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 
Col. Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newpor t) 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) ... 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert F "inlay, q “Invern ness Burghs) .. 
Mr. M’ Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) es i al 
Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham) 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) 


Mr. Flynn (C ‘ork, N. ) ie 
Mr. Arthur Stanley (Lancashire, Ormskirk 
Mr. Pirie (Aber rnd om, LV.) 


It being midnight, Mr. Speaker proceeded to interrupt the Business. 


Whereupon Mr. BALFouR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That 
the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided: Ayes, 270; Noes, 157 (Division List No. 25). 


Question put accordingly, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Standing Order.” 


The House divided: Ayes, 168; Noes, 261 (Division List No. 26). 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

Debate arising ; And it being aft ~ midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Mona _ next. 


ADJOURNMENT.—Motion made, and Que tion proposed, “ That thie House do 
now adjourn.” 
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Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) pee ie a 
The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk)... iss , 

Mr. Joseph A. Pease ' (Essex, Saffron Walden) ... 
Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) an 

Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ... 

Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) 

Mr O’Shee (Waterford, W.) ; 

Reginald Lucas (Portsmo uth) 


Mr. 


Mr 


THe Deputy CHAIRMANSHIP. 


It being One of the clock, Mr Speaker adjcurned the Louse without Question 


put. 


END OF 


Adjourned at One o'clock. 


TABLE OF CONTENTS TO VOLUME CII. 
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UniteD Kinepom oF GREAT BRITAIN ann IRELAND, 1N THE 


SECOND YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VII. 


SECOND VOLUME OF SESSION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. DEVONPORT CORPORATIUN (WATER) 

ics BILL [u.1.] 

Friday, 31st January, 1902. 

DOVER HARBOUR BILL [1.1] 

- FELIXTOWE AND WALTON IMPROVE- 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. MENT BILL [u.1.] 

LANCASHIRE COUNTY (LUNATIC 
ASYLUMS) BILL [u.1.] 

ABERTILLERY URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [x.1.] 


: ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE AND DUKIN 


LEICESTER CORPORATION BILL [u.t. ] 


| 
| 
| 
| 
= 
| 
| LONDON UNITED ELECTRIC RAILWAYS 
| 


FIELD CORPORATIONS (ALMA BILL [11.1.] 
BRIDGE, &c.) BILL [u.1.] /MEDWAY AND THAMES CANAL BILL 

BIRMINGHAM ASSAY OFFICE BILL (H.L.] 
(a.1.] MENAI BRIDGE URBAN DISTRICT 


S BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION WATER COUNCIL BILL [a1] 
BILL [u.1.] MIDLAND COUNTIES JUNCTION RAIL.- 
|" WAYS (SALE) ACT, 1901 (AMEND. 
BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL [#.t.] MENT) BILL [u.1.] 
NA) 1D NEATH RAILWAY 
ee NORTH AND SOUTH SHIELDS ELECTRIC 
RAILWAY BILL [1.1.] 


BUXTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL | NoRTH-EAST LONDON RAILWAY (No. 


cvauaie 2.) BILL [H.1.] 
CITY AND CRYSTAL PALACE RAIL. 
WAY BILL [u.1.] NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION’ BILL 


CITY AND NORTH EAST SUBURBAN a 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 2.) BILL [u.u.1 PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY (No 


DARLEY DALE WATER BILL [1.1.] 2.) BILL [u.1) 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GENERAL | RHONDDA URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
POWERS) BILL [u.1.] TRAMWAYS BILL [u.t.] 


VOL. CII. [FOURTH SERIES. | A 














Returns. 
RUSTHALL MANOR BILL [2.1] 


STREET URBAN 
WATER BILL [u...] 
SWANSEA CORPORATION BILL [4.1] 
SWANASE CORPORATION WATER BILL 

[H.1L. ] 
TIVERTON MARKET BILL [H.1.] 


TYNE IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION | 
BILL [u.1.] | 


WARRINGTON CORPORATION (EDUCA- 
TION) BILL [u.1.] 


WATERFORD AND BISHOP 
ENDOWED SCHOOLS BILL [w.1.] 





FOY | 


| 
WIGAN CORPORATION BILL [2.1.] | 

| 
YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [.t.] | 
Presented, and read 1%. | 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL [H.L.] 


BRISTOL WATER BILL [H.L.] 


BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS | 
RAILWAY (NEW LINES, &c.) BILL [1.1] | 


CATERHAM AND DISTRICT 
(H.L.], 


GAS BILL 
CENTRAL ARGENTINE 
RAILWAY BILL 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY 
LINES) BILL [H.L.] 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND | 
HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY (No. 3. | 
BILL [H.t.] 


CHIGWELL LOUGHTON. AND WOOD | 
FORD GAS BILL [1.1] 


CONSETT WALER BILL [1.1] 
DEAL AND WALMER GAS BILL [#.1.] 
DEVONPORT WATER BILL [1.1] 
DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL 


GREAT NORTHERN AND CITY RAIL- | 
WAY BILL [H.L.] 


HASTINGS HARBOUR DISTRICT RAIL- 
WAY (EXTENSION OF TIME) BILL 
[H.L.] 


ISLE OF WIGHT CENTRAL RAILWAY 
BILL [H.L.] 


LIVERPOOL GRAIN STORAGE AND 
TRANSIT COMPANY BILL [u.1.] 


AND ROSARIO | 
[H.L. | 


(NEW | 





([H.L.] 





LONDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY BILL [u.1.] 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [11] 





{LORDS} 


DISTRICT COUNCIL | NEWCASTLE 


NORTH STAFFORDSHIRE 


Reports, de. 4 
LONGWOOD GAS BILL [H.1.] 


AND GATESHEAD WATER 
BILL [H.1.] 


TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.L.] 


NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY BILL 


[H.L.] 
BILL [H.L.] 


RICKMANSWORTH GAS BILL [1.1.] 


RHYMNEY RAILWAY 


WEST HAMPSHIRE WATER BILL [H.1.] 
WREXHAM WATER BILL [H.1.] 


Presented ; read 1*; and referred to 


the Examiners. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MINES (EXPLOSION AT THE UNIVERSAL 
COLLIERY, GLAMORGANSHIRE). 

Reports to His Majesty’s Secretary of 
State for the Home oe nt by W. 
Galloway, Esquire, F.G.S., Professor of 
| Mining at the University College of South 
| Wales” and renee, ST. Evans, 
| Esquire, K.C., M.P., and J. T. Robson, 


| Esquire, one of His Majoetis Inspectors 


of Mines, on the circumstances attending 
an explosion which occurred at the Uni 
versal Colliery, Glamorganshire, on the 
24th May, 1901. 


TRADE REPORTS. 


Annual Series, No. 2740. Brazil 


| (Sergipe). 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 
Return of evictions in Ireland for the 
| Quarter ended 31st December, 1901. 
| Presented (by Command), and ordered to 
| lie on the Table. 


MILITIA ACT, 1882 (DEPUTY 
LIEUTENANTS). 

Returns of descriptions of qualifications 
of Deputy Lieutenants lodged during 
1901, as furnished to the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland ; laid before the House (pur- 
suant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


House adjourned at Four o’clock, to 
Monday next, a quarter before 
Eleven o’clock. 
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5 Private Bill 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 31st January, 1902. 





The House met at Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





EASTBOURNE CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Hogg and Mr. Freeman- 
Thomas. 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir James Woodhouse and Sir 
Francis Powell. 


LEAMINGTON CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Lyttleton and Mr. Philip 
Foster. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
TRAMWAYS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir William Houldsworth, Mr. 
Schwann, and Mr. Galloway. 


NORWICH CORPORATION 
(ELECTRICITY, &c). 
__ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Harry Bullard and Mr. 
George White. 


READING GAS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Gardnerand Mr, A. K. Lloyd. 


SHEPTON MALLET GAS. 
_ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Henry Hobhouse and Mr. 
Dickinson. 


SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAMROAD. 


_ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
. by Sir John Willox and Mr. Seton- 
arr. 


WOLVERHAMPTON CORPORATION 
WATER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Sir Henry Fowler, Sir Alfred Hick- 
man, and Mr. Norman. 


{31 January 1902} 





Business. 6 


LONDON WATER BILL. 
Ordered, That the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills do examine the 
London Water Bill with respect to com- 


pliance with the Standing Orders relative 
to Private Bills.—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


ABERCARN URBAN DISTRICT GAS 
BILL. 


“To empower the Urban District 
Council of Aberearn to purchase the 
undertaking of the Abercarn and New- 
bridge Gas and Water Company, and to 
supply gas; and for other purposes,” 
| read the first time ; to be read a second 
time. 


BARKING GAS BILL. 


“To empower the Barking Gas Com- 
pany to raise additional capital; to 
amend The Barking Gas Act, 1867 ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
| and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
| for Private Bills. 
| BEDFORD CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
| “To authorise the Corporation of 
| Bedford to construct waterworks ; and 
| for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time. 





BELFAST CORPORATION BILL 
“To empower the Lord Mayor, Alder- 
| men, and Citizens of the City of Belfast, 
to purchase lands for purposes of a public 
'hall; to dedicate ground for hospital 
| purposes ; to amend several of the local 
| Acts in force in Belfast ; and to confer 
| various powers on the Corporation,” 
| read the first time ; to be read a second 


BIRKENHEAD CORPORATION BILL. 

_ “To empower the Mayor, Aldermen, 
, and Burgesses of the borough of Birken- 
| head to acquire Hamilton Square 
| Gardens and other lands, and to confer 
| on them further powers for the supply of 
electrical energy and for the control of 
children trading in the streets and of 
persons dealing in second-hand goods ; 
and further powers in relation to 
financial matters; and for other pur 
poses,” read the first time ; to be read a 
second time. 


BOURNEMOUTH GAS AND WATER 
BILL. 


“To authorise the acquisition by the 
Bournemouth Gas and Water Company 
A 2 











7 Private Bill 


of the undertaking of the town and | 
county of Poole Gas and Coke Company, | 
Limited, to extend the limits for the | 
supply of gas by the Bournemouth Gas 


that company to raise additional capital ; 


and for other purposes,” read the first | 
time; and referred to the Examiners of | 


Petitions for Private Bills, 


BRIGHTON AND ROTTINGDEAN 
SEASHORE ELECTRIC TRAMROAD BILL. 

“To authorise the Brighton and 
Rottingdean Seashore Electric Tramroad 
Company to divert a portion of their 
existing and authorised tramroad in the 
county of Sussex, and te construct a new 


tramroad in lieu thereof; and for other | 
and | 


purposes,” read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


BROADSTAIRS GAS BILL. 


“ For conferring further powers on the 
Broadstairs Gas Company,” read the 
first time ; and referred tothe Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


BROMLEY GAS BILL. 


“To convert the shares of the Bromley 
Gas Company into stock; and to em- 
power that company to raise additional 
capital ; to make further provision with 
respect to the company and their under- 
taking; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


BRYNMAWR AND WESTERN VALLEYS 
RAILWAY (VESTING) BILL. 


“For Vesting in the Great Western | 


and London and North Western Railway 
Companies the powers of the Brynmawr 
and Western Valleys Railway Company ; 
for extending the time for the completion 
of the authorised Railways of that 
Company ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referredj to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


CAVEHILL AND WHITEWELL TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

“For empowering the Cavehill and 
Whitewell Tramways Company to work 
their Tramways by electrical power, and 
to raise additional capital ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


{ COMMONS} 


the 
and Water Company; and to authorise | 


Business. 8 


CHARD GAS BILL. 

“For incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Chard Gas Company,” read 
first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


CITY OF LONDON (SPITALFIELDS 
MARKET) BILL. 


“To empower the Corporation of the 


City of London to acquire Spitalfields 
| Market, 


with power to extend and 
improve the same, and to maintain the 
said Market or sell or lease the same ; and 
for other purposes in reference thereto,” 


read the first time ; to be read a second 


time. 


CITY OF LONDON (STREETS) BILL. 


| ‘To empower the Corporation of the 
| City of London to regulate and control 
| the opening or breaking up of streets in 
| the City by authorities. undertakers, and 
| other persons having statutory or special 
powers in or over such streets; for 
regulating the removal of house refuse 
‘and the materials arising from the de- 
molition of buildings within the City and 
' the nuisances caused by such demolition; 
|and for other purposes,” read the first 
time; to be read a second time. 


CLAY CROSS RAILWAY BILL. 

“ For making a Railway in the County 
of Derby connecting the Clay Cross 
'Collieries and Works and other Works 

with the Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East 
Coast Railway near Chesterfield ; and for 
‘other purposes,” read the first time; 
| to be read a second time. 


CLEETHORPES IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


“To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Cleethorpes-with-Thrunscoe, 
|in the county of Lincoln, to construct a 
_sea-wall and other works, to construct 
_and work Tramways, to purchase certain 
‘lands for the purposes of recreation 
| grounds ; and to make further provision 
|in regard to the supply of electricity, and 
for the improvement, health, local govern- 
ment, and finance of the district ; and 
for other purposes,”’ read the first time; 
to be read a second time. 


COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL. 


“To authorise the Urban District 
Counci! of Colwyn Bay and Colwyn to 
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9 Private Bill Business. 10 


construct promenades and sewerage and | substitute new mortgages for those 
sewage outfall works and other works, | created under the Dublin Port and 
and to make further provision in regard | Docks Acts of 1869 and 1879 ; to autho- 
tothe health, local government, improve- rise additional and substituted rates ; to 
ment and finance of their district; and confer further powers upon the Board 
for other purposes,” read the first time; | and to vary their existing Acts; and for 
to be read a second time. | other purposes,” read the first time; to 
| be read a second time. 


{31 January 1902} 





COMMERCIAL GAS BILL. 


“To convert the capital stocks and 


debenture stock of the Commercial Gas | 
Company into stocks of other nominal | 
amounts, but yielding equivalent 
amounts of dividends or interest, and 
to empower that Company to raise 
additional capital; to amend the Acts 
relating to the Company ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


CORNWALL ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


“For incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Cornwall Electric Power 
Company,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time. 

DARTFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL. | 

“To authorise the Urban District | 
Council of Dartford to establish and | 
maintain markets and fairs and to acquire 
existing markets and market rights, | 
and to construct street improvements, | 
and to make further provision with 
regard to the electric light undertaking | 
of the Council, and for the improvement, | 
health, local government, and finance | 
of the district ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; to be read a second | 
time. | 


DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE | 
ELECTRIC POWER, BILL. | 

“To amend the Derbyshire and Not- | 
tinghamshire Electric Power Act, 1901,” | 
read the first time ; and referred to the | 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. | 


DUBLIN PORT AND DOCKS BOARD | 
BILL. 


“To enable the Dublin Port and Docks 
Board to make new provisions with 
respect to the lists of electors of elective 
members of the Board ; to acquire lands 
for widening quays; to provide quay- 
traffic facilities ; to erect labouring class | 
dwellings ; to borrow further moneys | 
for the improvement of the port; to| 


} 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY BILL. 

‘To provide for the revision of the 
rent payable in respect of the lease of the 
undertaking of the Dublin and Kingston 
Railway Company to the Dublin, Wick- 
low, and Wexford Railway Company, 
to make other provision as to those two 
companies, to confer further powers on 
the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway Company in relation to their 
several undertakings; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


EAST WORCESTERSHIRE WATER BILL. 

* To extend the limits of supply of the 
East Worcestershire Waterworks Com- 
pany ; and to confer further powers upon 
that Company,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


ERDINGTON- TRAMWAYS BILL. 


“To empower the Urban District 
Council of Erdington to construct and 
work tramways; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time; to be read a 
second time. 


FAREHAM GAS BILL. 

“To authorise the Fareham Gas and 
Coke Company to acquire additional 
lands; to construct additional works ; 
to raise additional capital; to amend 
their existing Act; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


FINCHLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


“To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Finchley to construct street 
improvements and to make further pro- 
vision with regard to the electric light 
undertaking of the council, and for the 
improvement, health, local government, 
and finance of the district ; and for other 








11 Private Bill { COMMONS } Business. 12 
purposes,” read the first time; to be! powers of the Shirecaks, Laughton, and 
read a second time. |Maltby Raiiway Company; and for 


| authorising the construction of railways 
FINEDON URBAN DISTRICT WATER | and works by the Great Central and 
BILL. | Midland Railway Companies; and for 
“To authorise the Urban District | other purposes,’ read the first time; 
Council of Finedon to construct water- | and referred tothe Examiners of Petitions 
works and to supply water; and for for Private Bills. 
” ae 
vad purposes,’ read the first time ; to! GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 
e read a second time. é 
“To enable the Great Central Railway 
FURNESS RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) Company to make new railways and 
BILL. other works and to acquire additional 
“To empower the Furness Railway lands ; to extend the time for the com- 
Company to run steam vessels between | pulsory purchase of certain lands, and 
Barrow and Fleetwood, Dublin, Belfast, | for the completion of certain railways of 
Larne and Londonderry, and the Isle of the Company, the Company and the 
Man ; and for other purposes,” read the | Great Western Railway Company, the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners | North Wales and Liverpool Railway 
of Petitions for Private Bills. |Committee, the Liverpool, St. Helens 
and South Lancashire Railway Company, 
GARSTON AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS | and for the sale of the superfluous lands 
AND ELECTRIC SUPPLY;(TRANSFER) | of the Cheshire Lines Committee, the 
BILL. | Sheffield and Midland Railway Companies 
“To confirm an Agreement between Committee and the Wigan Junction 
the Garston and District Tramways Railways Company, and to enable the 
Company, Limited, of the first part, the Company to subscribe to the Capital 
Garston and District Electric Supply of the Humber Commercial Railway and 
Company, Limited, of the second part, | Dock Company; and for other pur- 
and the Corporation of the City of Liver- poses,” read the first time; and referred 
pool of the third part, for the transfer to to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
the Corporation of the respective under- Bills. 
takings of those Companies; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; and GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions «For conferring further powers on 
for Private Bills. the Great Eastern Railway Company in 
_— nei | respect of their own undertaking and 
acieneenanes ELECTRIC POWER other undertakings in which they are 
: aie . interested jointly with other Companies ; 
“For incorporating and conferring for vesting in them the undertaking of 
powers on the Gloucestershire Electric the Northern and Eastern Railway 
Power Company; and for other pur- Company; for authorising agreements 
poses,” read the first time; to be read a between them and the London, Brighton, 
second time. and South Coast Railway Company ; 
. . = and for other purposes,” read the first 
GRAND JUNCTION WATER BILL. tine. and sh Nat ago * ane easg 
“To empower the Grand Junction petitions for Private Bills. 
Waterworks Company to extend their 
limits of supply; to acquire additional 
land; and to raise further money ; and, 
for other purposes,’ read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. 1.) 
BILL. 


“To confer further powers upen the 
Great Northern Railway Company,” 
read the first time; and referred to the 
| Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 
GREAT CENTRAL AND MIDLAND RAIL- | 

WAYS (SOUTH YORKSHIRE RAIL- | GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (CRUMLIN 

WAYS) BILL. VIADUCT) BILL. 

“ For transferring to the Great Central} ‘To make provision for the protection 
and Midland Railway Companies the | of the Crumlin Viaduct on the Great 
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Western Railway: and for other pur- | reece: IMPROVEMENT 


poses,” read the first time; and referred | is : 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private; “To make further provision with regard 
Bills. to the market, water, and gas under- 
Si us scunpy | bakings of the Urban District Council of 
es | Knaresborough: and for the improve- 
es . = To _ _|ment, health, and local government of 
“To constitute and incorporate a Joint | the district,” read the first time ; to be 
Water Board, consisting of representatives read a second time. 
from the Councils of the borough of | 
Higham Ferrers and the urban district La AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
fs seal tc: diak tue dake: eed | VAY (SOUTHPORT AND CHESHIRE 
: Rushden, £'The Hicham Ferrers Water| LINES EXTENSION RAILWAY 
ene POWERS CS ARS Felgnem Secreta eer |= TRANSFER) BILL. 
Act, 1900; and for other purposes,” read | <p: gelewichs- Som de teemealon-0f tis 
the first time ; to be read a second time. undertaking of the Southport and 
HULL BARNSLEY AND WEST = | Cheshire Lines Extension Railway Com- 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND JK | pany » Lancashire Torkshi 
(SOUTH YORKSHIRE EXTENSION fui the Lancashire and Yorkshire 
LINES) BILL, | Railway Company,” read the first time ; 
rig ; | and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
“To authorise the Hull, Barnsley, and | for Private Bills. 
West Riding Junction Railway and Dock | Rae “ ; 
Company to construct new railways, and) LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE 
. rai | RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) BILL. 
to purchase additional lands, and tocon-| | _ ‘ : 
fer other powers upon them; and for | 3 bal authorise the Lancashire and 
other purposes,” read the first time ; and ob x a ese Company to acquire 
referred to the examiners of Petitions for tH undertaking of the Drogheda Steam 
ay ; Packet Company, Limited, and to pro- 
Private Bills. | edie’ stile : h 
_Vide steam vessels to ply between the 
KENT ELECTRIC POWER BILL. | ports of Liverpool and Fleetwood and the 
port of Drogheda; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


“For incorporating and _ conferring 
powers on the Kent Electric Power Com- 
pany; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; to be read a second time. 

LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE 


seine sheers dagen | RALLWAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 
“For empowering the Kent Water-) «po, conferring further powers on the 


works Company to raise further money [Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Com- 
to enable them to fulfill their statutory pany, read the first time ; and referred 
obligations relating to the supply of water ; to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
to supply some places adjoining ‘heir | Bills, 

district ; and to acquire additional lands ; 

and for other purposes,” read the first| LEICESTERSHIRE AND WARWICK- 


time; and referred to the Examiners of SHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Petitions for Private Bills. “For incorporating and _ conferring 


powers on the Leicestershire and War- 
KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH | wickshire Electric Power Company,” read 
RAILWAY BILL. | the first time ; to be read a second time. 
“To empower the Kingscourt, Keady, | 
and Armagh Railway Company to con- LEYLAND AND FARINGTON GAS BILL. 
struct a new railway in the county of “To authorise the Leyland and 
Monaghan, and to abandon a portion of | Farington Gas Company to convert their 
their authorised railways ; to change the existing share capital; to raise further 
name of the Company; to authorise the capital; and for other purposes,” read 
Great Northern Railway Company the first time; and referred to the 
(Ireland) to work the undertaking of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 
Company ; and to subscribe towards their 
capital: and for other purposes,” read the LIMPSFIELD AND OXTED WATER BILL. 
first time : and referred to the Examiners| “To authorise the Limpsfield and 
of. Petitions for Private Bills. jones Water Company to make addi- 








15 Private Bill 


onal waterworks ; to extend the limits 
of supply of the Company; to raise 
additional capital; to confer further 
powers upon the Company ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK (ABANDONMENT) BILL. 
“For the abandonment of the Lincoln 

and East Coast Railway and Dock ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 


“For authorising the Corporation of 
the City of Liverpool to execute certain 
street improvements and to acquire certain 
lands for the protection of their Rivington 
water supply ; for confirming an agree- 
ment between the Corporation and the 


{COMMONS} 





Mersey Docks and Harbour Board ; for | 
making further regulations with respect | 
to streets and buildings and with respect | 
to sanitary matters; for conferring on | 
the Corporation powers with respect to | 
Stanley Cattle Market; for amending | 
divers provisions of the local Acts in force | 
within the City ; and for other purposes,” | 
read the first time ; to be read a second | 
time. 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS COMPANY 

(LIGHTERAGE RATES, &e.) BILL, 

“To authorise the levying of certain 
rates, tolls, charges in respect of lighters, | 
barges, or other craft discharging or | 
receiving ballast or goods in the Docks of 
the London and India Docks Company, 
and in respect of such ballast or goods ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS COMPANY 
(VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 

“To empower the London and India 
Docks Company to acquire further lands ; 
to make further provision with regard to 
craft resorting to their docks ; to confer 
further powers upon and to amend the 
Acts relating to the Company ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 





Business. 16 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 

“For empowering the London and 
North Western Railway Company to 
construct additional dock works at Gar- 
ston and for conferring further powers 
upon that Company in relation to their 
own undertaking, and upon that Com- 
pany and the Great Western Railway 
Company in relation to their joint 
undertaking, and upon the Shrop- 
shire Union Railways and Canal Com- 
pany in relation to their undertaking; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD (SUPERAN- 
NUATION) BILL. 

“To make provision with respect to 
superannuation and other allowances 
granted or to be granted by the School 
Board for London; and for other pur- 
poses,”’ read the first time ; to be read a 
second time. 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway 
Company; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- 

TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL. 

“For conferring further powers upon 
the Manchester and Liverpool Electric 
Express Railway Company; and _ for 
other purposes,” read the first time; 
and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
(GENERAL POWERS) BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens of 
the City of Manchester with reference 
to the construction of railway and other 
works in connection with their electricity 
undertaking ; the widening of streets, 
and the acquisition and appropriation of 
lands, and with respect to new buildings, 
regulation of street traffic, and other 
matters affecting the health and good 
government of the city; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time. 





17 
MA 


nev 
the 
Ma 
rea 
tim 


MI 


“cc 


tric 
mai 
ene! 
elec 
exte 
cert 
of 

autl 
Rail 
taki 
othe 
refel 
for ] 


M 
way 
Uxb 
furt! 
land 
prov 
to a 
elect 
thei 
whic 
othe 
read 


Exar 


eT 
of M 
veste 
Tran 
purp 


a Sect 


a 
Midls 
the ! 
ways 
Norfc 


Comr 


16 


and 
y to 
Gar- 
ywers 
their 
Com- 
ilway 
joint 
hrop- 
Com- 
cing ; 
first 
rs of 


\N- 


ct to 
ynces 
chool 

pur- 
ead a 


IND 


n the 
ilway 
ses,” 
o the 
Bills. 


}LEC- 
upon 
ctric 
| for 
ime ; 
s of 


1 the 
ns of 
rence 
other 
ricity 
reets, 
on of 
lings, 
other 
good 
other 
o be 


17 Private Bill 


MANCHESTER (MARKET STREET AREA) 
IMPROVEMENTS BILL. 

“To authorise the construction of a 
new street and other improvements in 
the neighbourhood of Market Street, 
Manchester; and for other purposes,”’ 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time. 


METROPOLITAN eee 

‘For empowering the Metropolitan Dis- 
trict Railway Company to lay down and 
maintain substituted mains for electrical 
energy and to work certain railways by 
electrical energy; to acquire lands; to 
extend the time for the completion of 
certain railways and compulsory purchase 
of lands ; 
authorised by The Metropolitan District 
Railway Act, 1897, a separate under- 
taking; to raise further capital ; and for 
other purposes” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 


“To authorise the Metropolitan Rail- 
way Company and the Harrow and 
Uxbridge Railway Company to execute 
further works and to acquire additional 


{31 Januarn 1902} 


to constitute the railway | 


Business. 18 


and the acquisition of lands ; to authorise 
agreements between the Midland Rail- 
way Company and the Midland and 
South Western Junction Railway Com- 
| pany ; to provide for the vesting of the 
| Tottenham and Hampstead Junction 
Railway in the Midland and Great 
Eastern Railway Companies ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 
BILL. 


“For empowering the Midland Rail- 
way Company to provide and use steam 
| vessels; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY BILL. 
“To confer further powers upon the 
| Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply 
| Company, Limited, for the ccnstruction 
of works and the supply of electrical 
energy; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 








| 


| 
| 


NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL. 


| ‘To confer further powers upon the 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the 





lands for the enlargement and the im- | borough of Newport for the construction 
provement of the Baker Street Station ;/ of tramways and other works; and for 
to acquire other lands for generating | other purposes,” read the first time; to 
electricity for the electrical working of | be read a second time. 


their undertaking and undertakings in| | cia a 
which they are jointly interested with | a ene ee whem 
other companies; and for other purposes, ” | “To confer additional pres ae 
read the first time; and referred to the | the North Eastern Railway Company, 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. | 2% upon that Company jointly with the 
| Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Com- 
MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL | pany, for the construction of new rail- 
TRAMWAYS BILL. | ways and other works and the acquisition 
“ For empowering the County Council | of lands, and jointly with the Midland 
i Middl ae y _.q | #nd Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
c . r ag m4 pant hcg agen | Companies in respect of their Normanton 
ied in Hea ators under The] Sa and for voting tho Company 
: - and the Lancashire and Yorkshire Rail- 
purposes, ” read the first time ; to be read | way Company the Goole and Marshland 
a second time. | Light Railway and the Isle of Axholme 
F | Light Railway ; and for other purposes ” 
P MIDLAND emma AY BILL. read the first time ; and perl i the 
“To confer additional powers upon the | Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 
Midland Railway{Company and upon 
the Midland and Great Northern Rail- | 
ways Joint Committee and upon the POWER SUPPLY BILL. 
Norfolk and Suffolk Joint Railways| “For extending the limits of supply 


Committee for the construction of works | of and for conferring further powers 





NORTH METROPOLITAN FLECTRIC 





Business. 20 


19 Private Bill {COMMONS } 


upon the North Metropolitan Electric | in the streets ; and for other purposes,”’ 
Power Supply Company ; and for other! read the first time; to be read a second 


purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiner of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 


“To authorise the use of mechanical 
and electrical power upon the tramways 
of the North Metropolitan Tramways 
Company, in the county of Middlesex ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


time. 


RATHMINES AND RATHGAR URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL. 

“To confer powers on the Urban 
District Council of Rathmines and Rath- 
gar, in the county of Dublin, with 
respect to buildings, streets, and sanitary 
and other matters for the improvement 
and good government of their district, 
to take over and maintain a certain road 
in their district as a public road, to 


acquire by agreement a certain piece 
NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTRIC POWER | of land in their district, and lay out 
BILL. and maintain the same as a public park ; 
“For incorporating and conferring| to borrow moneys; and for other pur- 
powers on the Northumberland Electric | poses,” read the first time ; to be read a 
Power Company,”’ read the first time ; | second time. 
to be read a second time. 





F RICHMOND :HILL (PRESERVATION OF 
NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER BILL. ’ VIEW) BILL. 

“To provide for the better definition; “To provide for vesting common and 
of the terms of transfer by the North | other land in local authorities as public 
Warwickshire Water Company of a/ open spaces in order to preserve the 
portion of their undertaking to the} yiew from Richmond Hill; and for 
Corporation of Coventry ; to authorise other purposes,” read the first time ; 





the Company to acquire land and con- | 
struct works and to enlarge their area | 


of supply; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. | 


NOTTINGHAM AND RETFORD RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 





to be_read a second time. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL. 
“To enable the Mayor, Aldermen, 


and Burgesses of the Borough of Salford 


to construct additional tramways, to 
make street improvements, and to raise 


“To authorise the ; construction of | additional moneys by mortgage, and by 
railways between Nottingham and Ret-| the creation and issue of stock; and to 


ford ; and for other purposes,” read the | 
| government of the Borough ; and to 
| provide for a Board for working the 


first time ; to be read a second time. , 


OMAGH URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL. 


make further provisions for the good 


tramways in the said borough and tke 


“To provide for the transfer ,of the | city of Manchester and adjacentdistricts ; 
undertaking of the Omagh Gas Com, | and for other purposes,” read the first 


pany to the Omagh Urban District 
Council ; and to authorise that Council 
to supply gas ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time. 


PRESTON CORPORATION BILL. 
“To enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the borough of Preston to 
reconstruct their existing, and to con- 
struct additional, tramways in and 
adjacent to the borough, and to make 
provision with respect to children trading 





time ; to be read a second time. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 

‘*To empower the South Metropolitan 
(as Company to acquire additional lands 
for the manufacture of gas and for other 
purposes of their undertaking; to make 
other provisions as to the testing of the 
gas of the Company; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 
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21 Returns, 
SOULH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
DISTRIBUTION BILL. 
ig To enable the South Wales Elec- 
trical Power Distribution Company to 
acquire additional lands ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and 


referred to the Examiners of Petitions 


for Private Bills. 


THAMES RIVER STEAMBOAT SERVICE | 
BILL. 


“ To provide for the transfer of certain 


Thames to the Thames 
Company (1897), Limited, and to remove 
certain restrictions affecting the steam- 
boat service thereon; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions | 
for Private Bills. | 


TICEHURST WATER BILL. 

‘To incorporate the Ticehurst Water 
Company, and to enable them to supply | 
with water the Parish of Ticehurst and 
certain other parishes in the county of 
Sussex,” read the first time; to be read 
a second time. 


TIPTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 

“For conferring powers on the Urban 
District Council of Tipton, in the county 
of Stafford, with respect to the tramways 
and in regard to the health, local govern- 
ment, and improvement of their district ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 


WADHURST GAS BILL. 


“To incorporate the Wadhurst Gas | 
Company, and to enable that Company 
to supply with gas the parishes of Wad- | 
hurst, Ticehurst, and other places in the 
county of Sussex,” read for the first time ; 
to be read a second time. 


WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE WATER BILL. | 
“For extending the limits of supply of 
the West Gloucestershire Water Com- 
pany, and for authorising the Company | 
to raise further capital; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for | 
Private Bills. 


WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 
BILL. 


| 
“To confer further powers on the | 
Whitechapel and Bow Railway Company ; | 


| 
| 
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; . ame 
piers and landing places on the River | 
Steamboat | 


Reports, ke. 22 


and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 





PETITIONS. 


OLD AGE PENSION SCHEME. 
Petition from Baildon, for adoption ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
4 SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Hackney, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LAND REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS) 
ACT, 1900. 

Account presented, showing the money 
issued from the Consolidated Fund, 
under the provisions of The Land 
Registry (New Buildings) Act, 1900, 
and of the Expenditure ; the money ex- 
pended and borrowed, and the Securities 
created under the said Act, for the 
peiiod ended the 31st March, 1901 ; to- 
gether with the report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General thereon [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 36.] 


PUBLIC OFFICES (ACQUISITION OF 
SIT) ACT, 1895, SESSION 2; PUBLIC 
OFFICES (WESTMINSTER) SITE ACD, 
1896; PUBLIC OFFICES (WHITEHALL) 
SITE ACT, 1897; AND PUBLIC BUILD- 
INGS EXPENSES ACT, 1898. 

Account presented, showing the 
moneys issued out of the Consolidated 

Fund, the moneys borrowed and the 


| securities created in respect thereof, the 


disposal of moneys issued to the National 
Debt Commissioners for temporary in- 


'vestment, and the expenditure, under 


the provisions of the Acts, to the 31st 
March, 1901; together with the Report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 37.] 
ARMY (TROOPS AND HORSES EM- 
BARKED FOR SOUTH AFRICA). 


Copy presented, of Return showing 
the numbers of Troops and Horses that 
have embarked for South Africa from 
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lst January, 1900, to 3lst December, 
1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


UNIVERSITY OF ST. ANDREW’S. 
Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts | 
of the University for the year ended 30th 
September, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 38.] 


CIVII, SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY 


ESTIMATES, 1901-2). 
Estimate presented, of the Further 
Sum required to be voted for the Service 
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Questions. 24 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): The control of the coast by His 
Majesty’s ships to prevent communica- 
tion with the enemy is still in operation. 
As regards the Question in the last 
paragraph, June 27th, 1900, is the date for 
which my hon. friend asks. No doubt 
is entertained that the Prize Court at 
Durban is still in existence. 


Lord Milner and the “ Johannesburg Star.” 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether he will lay upon the Table of the 


of the year ending 31st March, 1902 [by | House a full report of the observations 
Command]; Referred to the Committee made by Lord Milner when starting the 
of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 39.] | machinery of the Johannesburg Star on the 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). | 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and} 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. | 
2740 [by Command]; to lie upon the | 
Table. | 


} 
| 
(3.35.) QUESTIONS. | 
| 





South African War.—Boer Intercourse 
with Europe. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : | 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the} 
Treasury, whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have considered Lord Kitchener’s , 
statement in his Despatch of 8th Novem- 
ber, 1901, that the non-existence of 
martial law on the coast line of Cape 
Colony has enabled the agents of the 
enemy to carry on their operations in 
complete security, and has afforded 
opportunities for the introduction of 
foreign recruits, and for frequent inter- | 
course between Europe and the burghers | 
and rebels in the field ; whether, in view | 
of the fact that the introduction of | 
foreign recruits and intercourse with | 
Europe can be carried on upon other 
coast lines than that of Cape Colony, His 
Majesty’s cruisers are still employed in | 
preventing such intercourse and the) 
introduction of such recruits or of contra- | 
band of war by visiting on the high seas | 
any vessels suspected of contravening the | 
Law of Nations; what was the date of | 


2nd instant. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CuamBertaiy, 
Birmingham, W.): No, Sir, I have no 
report of the observations referred to. It 
would be contrary to precedent to lay 
them on the Table. 


Miss Hobhouse. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal,S.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 


, Colonies whether he is aware that the 


name of Lord Milner was associated with 
that of Lord Kitchener in the telegram 
ordering the arrest and deportation of 
Miss Hobhouse, which was read to that 
lady at the time of her arrest ; whether 
he accepts responsibility for Lord Milner’s 
participation in Miss Hobhouse’s deporta- 
tion and arrest ; and whether he will lay 
upon the Table of the House the communi- 
cations between the Colonial Office and 
Lord Milner with reference to the depor- 
tation and arrest of Miss Hobhouse. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir, I 
am not aware that the name of Lord 
Milner was associated with that of Lord 
Kitchener in the telegram to which the 
hon. Member refers. The Secretary of 
State is of course responsible for whatever 
Lord Milner has done. Iam not prepared 
to lay any Papers. 


Postal Volunteers at the Front. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : I beg to ask 





the last visit of a ship on the high seas by | the Secretary of State for War whether 
any one of His Majesty’s cruisers; and| he is aware that in 1900 a number of 
is the Prize Court at Durban still in| telegraphists in the employment of the 
existence. 


Post Office were enlisted for service in 
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South Africa for one year, and attached | 
to the Royal Engineers, and that they are 
still on active service; and whether in 
view of the fact that nearly two years | 
have elapsed, arrangements can be made | 
to release those of the men who have 
applied for permission fo return. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
These men enlisted for a year or for the 
period of the war; they are accordingly 
retained in South Africa. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is it not a 
fact that many of the men have applied | 
for permission to return ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I cannot say whether | 
they have or not. They must serve the | 
term of their engagement. 


Officers’ Servants on Active Service. 

Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for War whether his attention has 
been called to the case of Sergeant David- 
son, Hawick, a member of the Border 
Rifles, who volunteered for active service 
in South Africa, and was, on the request | 
of the Rev. Dr. Rudge Wilson, chaplain | 
of the Corps, selected as his servant in | 
the campaign ; whether he is aware that | 
Sergeant Davidson served for a period of | 
nine months attached to the 2nd Scots | 
Guards in General Rundle’s 8th Division, | 
marching over 1,200 miles, and being | 
frequently in action, and serving with | 
distinction ; that a claim was made by | 
Mr. Wilson for war medals for Sergeant | 
Davidson and himself, with clasps for | 
Witte Bergen, Cape Colony, and Trans- | 
vaal, and that this claim was allowed as | 
regards Mr. Wilson, but refused as | 
regards Davidson, who was on the con- | 
trary awarded a bronze medal, without | 
clasps, such as is given to the Kaffir | 
drivers ; whether he can see his way to | 
have this mistake rectified, and Davidson | 
awarded similar honours to those granted | 
to his fellow Volunteers in the Border 
Rifles. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This man went out 
to South Africa purely as a civilian ser- 
vant in the enrployment of the chaplain 
mentioned; he has therefore no claim 
to any honours other than the medal 
awarded to civilians in a similar position. 
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Questions. 26: 


Army Pensions—Case of Private Coburn. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, under the regulations, the 
widows and orphans of soldiers who die 
of wounds or of disease contracted whilst 
serving in the war, are entitled to a 
pension ; whether his attention has been 
called to the case of Private J. Coburn, 
of the 6th Battalion Rifle Brigade, who: 
died immediately after his return from 
the war, leaving two small motherless 
children wholly unprovided for; whether 
the deceased soldier’s effects have yet 
been reported or distributed ; and will he 
undertake that these orphaned children 
shall receive the regulation pension. 


Tag FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 


| THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STan ey, Lanca- 


shire, Westhoughton) : In reference to the 
general question raised in the first para- 
graph, may I refer the hon. Member to: 
the full reply given to a question put on 


| Friday last by my hon. friend the Member 


for the West Division oi Salford.+ The 
particular case of Private Coburn is under 
consideration. This man was settled 
with on disembodiment, but instructions 
have been given for the payment of the 
war gratuity, which is all that is due to 
the estate. 


Island Bridge Barracks, Dublin. 

* Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office, whether 
he can state how many harness makers 
and saddlers are employed in the Island 
Bridge Barracks, Dublin, and whether 
the accommodation in the workshop 
there is taken full advantage of; and, 
seeing that the work done consists at 
present solely of repairs of the various 
articles of saddlery and harness, whether 
he will take advantage of the existence 
of this workshop to manufacture new 


articles which are now being made by 


imported foreign workmen in England. 


Lorp STANLEY: Only repair work 
is carried out at Ordnance Store Stations ; 
manufacture is not permitted. It is not 
usual to publish the information required 
in the Question. 





+ See preceding Volume, page 783. 
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*Mr. NANNETTI: What isthenumber| British Claims against the Porte. 
of harness makers and saddlers employed Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
.at this barracks ? | wich): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
| of State for Foreign Affairs if anything 

Lorp STANLEY: It is not usual to | further has been done in the matter of the 
give that information. | British claims arising out of the disturb- 

| ances in Turkeyin 1895 and 1896, having 

*Mr. NANNETTI: Is the workshop | regard to the fact that the French and 
accommodation all utilised ? | American claims have been paid. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member! Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (for Lord Cran- 
must raise these questions in Supply, or | BORNE): As I informed the House last 
at some other more suitable time. | session, the Porte has always refused to 

admit liability for these claims. There 

*Mr. NANNETTI: Then I shall have! is, however, reason to believe that 
to trouble the House on another occasion. | 42trangements are in progress for satisfy- 

ing them, and that British claimants will 
Tipperary Military Mancuvres. receive treatment not less favourable than 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I beg | those of other nationalities. The matter 
to ask the Secretary of State for War | !8 engaging the constant attention of His 
whether he is aware that on the opening | Majesty’s Ambassador at Constantinople. 
day of the Autumn (1901) Military | ses : y 
mancuvres in the aitaedonad of| Vaccination = Certificate 
Ballypooreen, in the county of Tipperary, | , ‘ 
ail darian was used ig and aucthee | Mr. HARW OOD ( Zolton): I beg to 
any persons were injured on the occasion. ask the Secretary of State for the Home 

; Department whether there is any fixed 

Lorp STANLEY: Nothing is known charge for vaccination exemption certifi- 
at the War Office of the matters alluded Cts ; whether he is aware that there Is 
vais |a variety in the scale of charges even in 
j neighbouring towns : and whether he will 


Mr. CULLINAN : Has the noble Lord | prope’ to St that these charges 
inquired 2 | Shall nowhere be excessive. 


Lorp STANLEY: Ifthe hon. Member's) *Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
constituents complain to the General} HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rrrcuie, 
Officer commanding in Ireland of any-| Croydon): The charge for such a. certifi- 
thing that happened, he is perfectly | cate varies in different districts in the 


competent to deal in the matter. same way as other fees chargeable by 
| Justices’ Clerks, though not to the same 
Waima Arbitration. | extent as some of those fees. I am doing 


Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester-| my best to secure uniformity in respect of 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the | this fee as well as others, but my authority 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign | in this matter is contingent on a draft 
Affairs, whether it is possible, with due | table of fees being submitted by the local 
regard to public interests, to state what is | authority. 
the present position of the arbitration on | 
the Waima affair between His Majesty’s | Prison Inspection. 
Government and the Government of the | Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 
French Republic ; whether the Arbitrator | to ask the Secretary of State for the 
has received the counter-replies of the| Home Department whether he has con- 
parties ; and when his decision may be | sidered the desirability of appointing 
expected. | women to act as inspectors of prisons so 

|far.as female prisoners are concerned; 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (for Lord | and, if so, whether he has arrived at any 
CRANBORNE): The whole case is now decision on the subject. 


before the Arbitrator, who has received 
the counter-replies of both parties, and| * Mr. RITCHIE: The appointment of 
His Majesty’s Government are awaiting | women Inspectors of Prisons was fully 
his decision. | consichorstl on the Report of the Prisons 
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Committee of 1895, and it was determined | 
to meet the want by an extension of | 
voluntary aid. There is now no prison | 
without a staff of duly appointed lady | 
visitors. 


Mr. FLOWER: Does the right hon. | 
Gentleman propose to appoint women | 
inspectors in addition ? 


{31 January 1902} 


doing wilful injury. 


Questions. 30 


responsible for these incitements to 
violence. 


* Mr. RITCHIE: Ninety-seven con- 
stables were assaulted on the 18th 


December, and on that day ten persons 


were arrested and were subsequently 
convicted of assaulting the police and 
Feeling, unfor- 


| tunately, ran very high on the subject 


* Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir. | 


Prison Labour. 
Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the Secre- | 
tary of State for the Home Department , 
if he can state the number of cranks, | 
treadwheels and other machines of unpro- 
ductive labour now being used in His 
Majesty’s prisons; and if this form of 
industry will be discontinued as far as 
possible. 


*Mr. RITCHIE; There are now only | 
six treadwheels grinding corn, and it is 
proposed to discontinue the use of these, 
if possible on April Ist next. There are 
four wheels and five cranks pumping 
water, but this number will shortly be) 
reduced. [It is proposed that, in the 
future, labour on these instruments 
shall be limited to the requirements of | 
the water supply for the day. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does that 
mean, then, that when these wheels are 
abolished al! labour in prisons will be 
unproductive ? 


* Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly not; the 
idea is to get rid of the unproductive 
labour, which is usually associated with 
the crank. 


Disturbance at Anti-War Meeting at 
Birmingham. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home | 
Department will he state how many 
police constables were injured in the 
riot which took place in Birmingham | 
on 18th December last; whether any | 
persons taking part in the disturbances 
were identified by the police; andif so, 
how many have been prosecuted ; | 
whether his attention has been called 
to incitements to disorder on the day of, | 
and on several days previous to, the anti- | 
war meeting in the Town Hall; and) 
whether any proceedings have been 
instituted against any persons who were 


of the meeting, and this feeling was 
reflected in the Press, but I am _ not 


| aware of any evidence of incitement to 


violence which would justify proceedings 
being taken. f 

Mr. FLYNN: Will any of the con- 
stables who have been injured be recom- 
pensed, as they are in similar cases in 
Ireland ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order; that 


does not arise out of the Question. 


CapTaIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman consider 
the desirability of importing a couple of 
Irish Removables to deal with these cases? 


* Mr. SPEAKER.—Order, order! 


Alien Immigration—Criminal Statistics. 
Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : I beg 


‘to ask the Secretary of State for the 


Home Department whether he is aware 
of the fact that of 1,069 prisoners tried at 
the North London Sessions between July 
and December, 1901, 164 (or approxi- 
mately 15 per cent) were foreigners, most 
of whom were convicted of offences such 
as burglary and stabbing, and many of 
whom appear to have followed a career 
of crime or to have been known as bad 
characters in their own countries; and 
whether, having regard to the fact, as 


appears from the Census Returns recently 


issued, that the proportion of foreigners 
so convicted to the number of foreigners 
in the County of London is approximately 
six times as great as the proportion of 
British subject so convicted to the number 
of British subjectsin the Countyof London, 
he is prepared to take measures to pre- 
vent foreign criminals arriving in the 
United Kingdom. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I cannot say anything 
as to the accuracy of the figures cited by 
the hon. Member, but as an inquiry is to 
be held into the whole question of foreign 
immigration, no doubt the statistics bear- 
ing on it will be duly investigated. 
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Boiler Explosion on the “ Duke of 
Northumberland.” 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): I beg to ask 

the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he has yet had an opportunity 
of considering the Report (No. 1316) ofa 
Preliminary Inquiry under the Boiler 
Explosions Acts, 1882 and 1890, into the 
circumstances of an explosion on the 
steam lifeboat ‘Duke of Northumber- 
land,” on the 26th June, 1901, in which 
two men lost their lives and a third was 
severely scalded; whether he can _in- 
form the House why a formal inquiry 
was not held in this case ; and whether 
he will consider the advisability of order- 
ing a formal inquiry to be held in future 
in reference to any case of explosion of a 
boiler resulting in the loss of life. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GERALD BALFour, Leeds, 
Central): Yes, Sir. My attention has 
been called to the case to which the hon. 
Member refers. I am advised that the 
cause of this explosion wasa latent defect 
that could not have been detected by 
examination ; and, seeing that the boiler 
had been satisfactorily tested by hydraulic 
pressure, and twice examined by an 
expert after repairs, it did not appear 
that a charge of negligence could be sus- 
tained against any individual. The 
preliminary inquiry held under the 
Statute showed that no doubt existed as 
to the cause of the explosion. Where 
this is the case and where there is no 
question of negligence it does not appear 
to me that any useful purpose would be 
served by holding a formal investigation. 


*Mr. EMMOTT: May [ask whether in | 


the report of the Engineer some blame | 


was not thrown on the engineering firm 
who repaired the boiler ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR. No, Sir. 


Valuation Bill. 

Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, at what period of the 
session he intends to introduce the Bill 
for improving the Law of Valuation, 
mentioned in the fourth paragraph of the 
King’s Speech. 


| COMMONS} 


Questions. 32 


THe SECRETARY to THe LOCAL 
‘GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): I am 
unable at present to state at what period 
of the session this Bill will be introduced. 


Post Office Agreement with the Nationa] 
Telephone Company. 

Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tonbridge): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether, under 
the agreement between the National 
Telephone Company and the Post 
Office, terminals will be charged by the 
Post Office and the Company to sub- 
scribers on exchanges outside the Lon- 
don area belonging to municipal corpor- 
ations and other bodies competing with 
the National Telephone Company. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Agree- 
ment of the 18th November last makes 
no addition to the cases in which ter- 
minal fees are payable on trunk wire 
conversations between the subscribers 
of the Post Office, of the National 
Telephone Company, and of Licensed 
Corporations. Before that Agreement 
was concluded the Company had the 
right to charge terminal fees in all 
cases on conversations with their sub- 
seribers originated by subscribers of 
other systems. The Post Office and 
Licensed Corporations had the right to 
charge similar fees on conversations 
originated by the Company’s subscribers. 
The Agreement of the 18th November 
provided that no terminal fees were to 
be charged on any conversations in 
which London subscribers, either of the 
Post Office or of the Company, were 
concerned. This condition does not 
|apply to any conversations between 
| places outside the London area.  Ter- 
|minal fees are still payable on all 
| conversations between provincial sub- 
|scribers of the Post Office and the 
Company, as well as between subscribers 
of Licensed Corporations and the sub- 
scribers of the Company in all parts of 
the United Kingdom. No terminal fees 
are now, or ever have been, payable on 
conversations between subscribers of the 
Post Office and subscribers of Licensed 
Corporations. 
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Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: Do I | Post Office—Meal Reliefs at the E.C. Office 
understand that the Post Office will not; Mr. HAY: I beg to ask the Secretary 
charge terminal fees to subscribers on| to the Treasury, as representing the 
exchanges belonging to Licensed Cor-| Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
porations competing with the Telephone that the Controller of the London postal 
Company ? : |service has recently refused to grant 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : My | an interview to ; three sorters of the 
hon. friend must not understand that, | East Central Section who, on behalf of 
exactly. The concession made by the | 
company to the Post Office and by the | “5°. ; : 
tag Oifice to the company is a bs ce | which they allege is detrimental to 
concession, having exactly the same effect | the health and efficiency of the staff; 
on each side. The Post Office never has | Whether he will issue instructions that 


charged, and will not charge, any ter- a ee a ears be ae 
. . > . i. a aT ° © 
minals on conversations originated by | 7G°red; and whether the oficial medica 


subscribers to the systems of licensed officer was consulted before the altera- 


. . ~ . | j ye a 
corporations in the provinces and their | 20M were made. 


own subscribers in London. The general | , a ee 
effect of this clause in the agreement is| ,. MR. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 


to leave the position of licensed corpora- | Sir, the Controller declined sed: sperma ee 
tions exactly what it was before the | iterview to the officers referred to be- 
agreement was signed, but to give a slight | CUS their complaint was already clearly 

understood. In the reply which was. 


advantage to subscribers to the London ™. a: 
Post Office system over subscribers to the | S'Ven to the complaint it was expressly 
Dastensl Telephone Company’s system in stated that all the facts were fully known 
Delon. and that, for that reason, no interview 
/was necessary. The alteration of meal 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): | times was called for by the requirements 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea-| of the public service, inasmuch as, under 
sury, as representing the Postmaster | the old arrangement, the men were absent 
General, whether he can state how many | from duty at a time when their services 
exchange subscribers are attached to the were most urgently required. The general 
National Telephone Exchange Company’s | effect, so far as the men are concerned, 
system in the London Telephone area | has been to advance their interval for tea 
who may be rung up by subscribers to from 5--5.30 p.m. to 4--4.30 p.m., and it 
the new Post Office Telephone Exchange. | cannot be admitted that such a change is 
| detrimental to health or such as to neces- 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : sitate reference to the medical officer. 
The National Telephone Company state | 
that they have about 40,000 subscribers, (Qornakelly and Corglass Town Lands. 
to their system in the London telephone | Mr. J. P. FARRELL): I beg to ask 
a with — of whom a post office 'the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
subscriber will be able to communicate. | tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
. New Postage Stamps. ‘that the Landed Estates Court in 1883 
Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, | made an order for the absolute sale 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the of the town lands of Cornakelly and 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster | Corglass, in county Longford, and that 
General, whether some change is to be Tecently the tenants took steps to have 
made in the postage stamps now in circu- | the 40th section of the Land Act, 1896, 
lation. | applied, but so far have been unable to 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It purchase : and can he state the cause of 
is not: intended to make any change in | the delay in the case. 
the postage stamps now in circulation. | 


The Postmaster General thinks that the | __ TE CHIEF SECRETARY he 
original drawing would not be useful for | IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dov er): I 
purposes of comparison, if placed on view, | @™ informed that the Order for sale 
as some slight modification were made in | Made in 1885 was in respect of eat as 
it in the process of arranging for its re- | divided third of the lands. The tenants 
production. | are not interested in this, and the pro- 


B 


the men affected, desired to protest 
against an alteration of meal times, 








35 


visions of the Land Purchase Acts are 
not applicable to such a case. 


Questions. 


In answer to a further Question by 
Mr. J. P. FaRRELL— 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was informed 
by the Court that no proceedings had 
been taken since 1883. If any were now 
pending he had no cognizance of them. 





Dublin Police Arrangements. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether he is aware that | 
under the new Boundaries Bill the Con- 
stabulary have been removed from the 
added area in Dublin; whether there is 


{COMMONS } 





Questions. 


whether, in view of the fact that the 
portion offered for sale is situate in the 
centre of a congested district, he will 
advise the Congested Districts Board to 
consider the advisability of purchasing it 
with a view to the enlargement of 
adjoining holdings. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This matter has 
been considered by the Board. As the 
estate was well stripped and saleable 
through the Land Commission, the Board 
decided there was not sufficient reason 
for its intervention, and declined to make 
an offer for the property. 


Kilgariff Farm, Dowra, Leitrim. 
Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH: I beg to ask 
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any reason for retaining the Constabu- the Chief Secretaryto the Lord Lieutenant 
lary in the Glasnevin and Finglas | of Ireland whether, seeing that the 
districts which are within one mile o | owners of Kilgariff Farm, Dowra, county 
each other; and whether he will take | Leitrim, offered to sell it to the Congested 
steps to have the eleven men in this| Djstricts Board with a view to the 
district reduced in number by removal | enlargement of small holdings in the 
or otherwise. congested district adjoining, he can state 
sie : | what steps the Congested Districts 

Mr. WYNDHAM: It is necessary, I) Board have taken to secure the farm 
am advised, to retain the police at for the purpose mentioned; and, will 
Finglas ; but the question whether the | he request the Board to hasten the 
sub-district of Glasnevin, under the negotiations, in view of the fact that 
altered conditions, cannot be _ policed the owners are willing to sell, and that 
from Finglas is mow engaging the|the intervention of the Board was 
consideration of the Constabulary | applied for three years ago by those 
authorities. interested and was promised by the 


White Estate, Bantry. Board. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co. W.): I] Mp.) WYNDHAM: No decision has 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the yet been arrived at by the Board in 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether) Fotorence to the purchase of this farms 
he can state approximately when the sale | 7), Inspector will take an early op- 
of the White Estate near Bantry, County | portunity of visiting and reporting “upon 
Cork, will take place. She land. ” 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The inspection of 
this estate, which comprises over 300 
tenancies, has been completed by the 
Land Purchase Inspector, and the Land | 6° 
Commissioners will make their Report | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 


to the Land Judge at the earliest possible | State how many gun boats are employed 
opportunity. in prohibiting steam trawlers from fishing 


No date can at present be | 
assigned for the completion of the sale. 


Protection of Irish Fisheries, 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 





| in prescribed waters off the Irish coasts ; 
| how many gun boats have been provided 
Tottenham Estate, Leitrim. | by the Irish fishery authorities ; and 

Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): I} how many boats have been provided by 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the! the Admiralty; and, seeing that the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is | Admiralty have for years placed boats at 
aware that a portion of the Tottenham | the disposal of the Scotch Fishery Board 
Estate, county Leitrim, is now offered for | for the protection of the Scotch fisheries, 
sale in the Land Judges’ Court ; and, | in addition to the boats provided for that 
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purpose by that body, will he state| Mr. WYNDHAM: The electoral 
whether the Irish fishery authorities | division of Macroom is now in the Mae- 
have made application to the Admiralty | room Urban District, and as Rural, 
for some assistance in protecting Irish | Districts are expressly exempted from 
fisheries ; if not, do they intend doing so. | the operation of the Labourers Acts, it 

has become necessary to exclude the 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Since the estab-| three cottages in question from the. 
lishment of the Department of Agricul- | Provisional Order. 
ture, the duty of protecting the Irish | ; 
fisheries from the depredations of | *Mr. SHEEHAN: The cottages were 
trawlers has been undertaken, with very | Sanctioned before Macroom was con- 
satisfactory results, by the steam cruiser | Stituted an urban district. 
“Helga,” the property of the Depart- | 
ment, and by the “Granuaile,” which is | Mr. WYNDHAM: That may be, 
lent to the Department for the purpose but the Provisional Order had not then 
by the Congested Districts Board. There | been made. 
are no gun boats employed on this duty | 
in Irish waters, nor have there been for) *MR. SHEEHAN: Then the labourers 
some years. But in pursuance of a/ re to be penalised for the delays of the 
promise given last year (14th August) I | Local Government Board ! 
am approaching the Admiralty on the | 
so teat 7 J | Mohill Churchyard. 

| Mr. J. P. FARRELL : I beg to ask the 

Irish Local Taxation Commission. | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 

Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH : I beg to ask the | of Ireland, by what authority the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | Protestant churchwardens of Mohill took 
of Ireland whether he can say when the | forcible possession of a number of graves 
Report of the Commission on Local | belonging to a Roman-Catholic family 
Taxation in Ireland will be published, || named Reynolds, and also severa] other 

'Roman Catholic families, and planted 

Mr. WYNDHAM: As stated by me Same with evergreens in order to prevent 
yesterday in answer to the hon. Member | future interments there; is he aware 
for Waterford, the Chapter on Valuation | that these families had an ancient burial 
vill be published forthwith, but the Tight there and that the cemetery was 
emplete Report on Local Taxation | not closed under the Public Health Act ; 
cannot be issued until after Easter. /and will he take steps to remedy the 

| grievance complained of. 

Labourers’ Cottages at Macroom. 

*Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid.): I) Mr. WYNDHAM: This is not a 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | matter which comes within the cogni- 
Lord Lientenant of Ireland whether he is zance of the Executive Government, nor 
aware that in the scheme of cottages has it any power whatever to interfere 
formulated by the Macroom Rural Dis- | as suggested in the Question. 
trict Council, in November, 1899, 20, 
representations were from the Macroom; Mr. WYNDHAM, in reply toa further 
Electoral Division, which is also the | Question, suggested that the parties 
township area, and that the Local Govern- aggrieved should take legal steps to 
ment Board Inspector, as a result of the assert their rights, and not engage in a 
inquiry which he held in April last, did | breach of the peace. 
not recommend the erection of three of | 
these: and, seeing that the said scheme | Moydow Churchyard. 
vas formulated in 1899, and that the | 
cottages were recommended for erection! Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
in April, 1901, will he state whether the | the Chief Secretary to the Lord Liew 
fact that the township of Macroom was tenant of Ireland, whether he is aware 
constituted an urban district on the Ist | that at a Petty Sessions Court held in 
of last October constitutes an impediment | Longford, on Monday, 20th January 
to the erection of these three cottages. | four men were charged with illegally in- 
| terring a dead body in Moydow grave- 

B2 
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yard contrary to the Local Government 


Board order, under-which the graveyard 
is closed ; whether he is aware that the 
parish priest, Canon O'Farrell, stated 
these people had no other place of inter- 
ment pending the opening of a new 
cemetery at Ardagh; and whether he 
will‘assent to the suspension of the order 
closing Moydow graveyard until the new 
cemetery at Ardagh, for obtaining which 
a Provisional Order has been sanctioned 
by: Parliament, can be opened. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The burial ground 
it Moydow was closed more than a year 
oh a the District Council is prepared 
to allow the new cemetery at Ardagh to 
be used by the inhabitants of Moydow, 
pen¢ing the provision of additional burial 
growyd. at the latter place, the Local 
Government Board would not object to 
suspend the operation of the Closing 
Order until the Ardagh Cemetery is 
ready for interments. 3ut the Board, as at 
present advised, could not consent to the 
use of the Ardagh Cemetery, as a perma- 
nent ‘measure, Dy the people of the 
Moy ‘dow district. 


ir. J. P. FARRELL: This is a very 
important question locally. The prose- 
cution has been adjourned till Monday. 
Am'T to understand that the proceedings 
wi i -he withdrawn if Counsel give the 
undertaking asked for ! 


I should like to 
writing in the 


2 4? bi ik 

Jr. WYNDHAM: 
have the Question in 
course of this evening. 


trish Poor Law Union Boundaries. 

Tat Marquess OF HAMILTON (Lon- 
dor cy I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
Gouge Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he can say at whose request a sworn 
inqyiry has been ordered by the Local 
Goyerument Board for Ireland to be held 
into’ 2 ‘proposal to transfer the portion of 
C ounty -Donegal embraced in the poor law 
unidns of Londonderry and Strabane to 


the poor law unions of Innisbowen, Letter- | 


kenny, and Stranorlar ; and, seeing that 
the Londonderry Board of Guardians and 
Longlanderry No. 2 Rural District Csun- 


cil passed resolutions more than two years 
ago, against the Donegal portion of the 
U njon being tr ansferred, ean he explain 
why. this inquiry is now ordered. 





{ COMMONS } 


| between the 14th and 2lst 





Questions. 40) 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The inquiry was: 
ordered upon an application made by the 
Donegal County Council. Any repre- 
sentations that may be made on behalf of 
the Londonderry Board of Guardians and 
Rural District Council, in opposition to 
the suggested transfer, will of course be. 
heard at the inquiry. 


Tallow Police. 

Mr, O’SHEE (Waterford, W.) I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord. 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he can 
state how many police were stationed in 
Tallow, county Waterford, on and _pre- 
vious to the Ist August last ; why were 
they sent at that date; and how many 
are stationed there ; and have the y been 
directed to enter houses at Tallow for 
the purpose of reporting conversations. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The strength of 
Tallow Station on and prior to the Ist 
August, 1901, was seven men, Six addi- 
tional men were sent to the station 
August in 
consequence of the prevalence of boy- 
cotting and intimidation in the district. 
There are still thirteen men at the station 
The reply to the last enquiry is in the 
negative. 


Mr. David O'Keeffe, of Tallow. 

Mr. O’SHEE: [| beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that Mr. 
David O'Keeffe, of ‘Tallow, county 
Waterford, has repeatedly stated that he 
has undertaken to some person, acting by 
the instructions of and by the authority 
of the Irish Government, that he will 
proceed with the action for £20,000 


' damages which he has instituted against 


Mr. P. F. Walsh and nine others; and 
will he state whether the Irish Govern- 
ment has undertaken to pay the costs 
and expenses of the action to be incurred 
by Mr. O'Keeffe as plaintiff or any portion 
of same. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to both 
Questions is in the negative. 


Trish Land Purchase Bill. 


Mr. JOHN GORDON | (London- 
derry, S.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether, having regard to the 
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interest taken in Ireland in the Land! Company are believed to be doing their 
Purchase Bill mentioned in the Speech | best to maintain punctuality. It. isthe 
from the Throne, he is in a position case that the Waterford train is detained 
to state at what time it is proposed, at Limerick Junction for 20, minutes 
to introduce the measure. only in the event of the late running; of 
the mail train from Dublin, although 

Mr. WYNDHAM: My right hon./the latter train waits 40 minutes,,if 
friend the Leader of the House necessary for the mails, but the Pgst- 
authorises me to say that the Govern- master General would be glad if,;the 
ment intends, and expects, to introduce Railway Company would arrange forthe 
the Irish Land Bill immediately before limit of detention at Limerick J un¢tign 
the Easter recess. It is, however, to be raised to 40 minutes also.; Fhe 
possible that this expectation may be Company have not, however, been, able 
‘disappointed. Owing to the early date to see their way to adopt that arrange- 
of Kaster it is obligatory to conclude ment. As regards the working of the 
certain financial business by Thursday, mail car from Cahir to Clogheen, the 
27th March, at latest. Should this Postmaster General had already under 
frustrate our intention, the Bill will be his consideration a proposal to detajn 
introduced during the first week after this car for the mails when sent by way 
the Easter recess. of Clonmel, and he is glad to find that 
this proposal can be adopted. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) gave notite 
he would put a further Question on 
this on Monday. 


Irish Mail Service. 

Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he te id 
is aware that the repeated failure of the Woodlawn (Galway) Post Office. .. 
morning mail from Dublin to make) Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg«to 
connection with the Waterford, Limerick, ask the Secretary to the Treasurv,‘as 
and Kerry lines at the Limerick Junction representing the Postmaster General, 
has been due to the late arrivals of the whether the regulations of the Post 
mails at Kingstown because of the Irish Office allow notices to be displayed on 
mail to Holyhead being delayed by the the doors of post offices for convening 


‘mail train from London to the north meetings for Party purposes; whether 


which immediately precedes it, and_ his attention has been called to the display 
because the mail train at Kingsbridge of such notices at the Woodlawn, county 
waits for 40 minutes while the train for Galway. Post Office, in which Ronan 
the branch lines at Limerick Junction Catholics are invited toattend Protestant 
only waits 20 minutes; whether he is meetings; and whether he will take 
aware that the mail car to Clogheen jmmediate steps to see that the display of 
and adjoining districts leaves 14 hours such notices at the post offices is dis- 


before the mails arrive in Cahir via the | eontinued in future. 
Thurles and Clonmel route, thus entail- 


ing 24 hours delay in the delivery of| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
letters and papers in those districts; exhibition of such a notice on premises 
and, whether he wi'l take such steps as belonging to the Post Office would be 
will secure for the South of Ireland irregular, and the Postmaster General 
generally a regular morning mail service will have inquiry made in regard to the 
in the future. notices exhibited at Woodlawn. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | Parliamentary Procedure in Foreign 
Although there has been delay in the Parliaments. 
past in the running of the Irish night) Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the First 
mail train from London to Holyhead | Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
there have been few cases recently arrange to have included in the Blye- 
which cannot be accounted for bythe book on the Procedure of Foreign 
severity of the weather or by the) Parliaments a full statement of the rules 
pressure of the Christmas traffic. The | jn force for the punishment of disorder 
London and North Western Railway and defiance of the ruling of the Chair. 
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_ Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Blue-book 
to which I referred yesterday in my 
speech is one which I hope will be laid in 
a day or two, and it would not be con- 
venient that I should defer its circulation 
until fresh information is obtained from 
foreign countries. If hon. Gentlemen 
will inform me what fresh information 
they would like to have I would 
endeavour to obtain it, although, of 
course, it takes some time to get these 
things, and it is possible that the infor- 
mation might be too late to be of practical 
service this session. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen. N.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman obtain information 
as to whether in any House of Parliament 
measures are carried over unfinished 
from one session to the next and taken 
up then at the stage at which they were 
lett off? Will he also give us the hours of 
sitting and rising of foreign Houses ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, 1 believe 
it is the fact that measures can be carried 
over from session to session in some 
foreign Assemblies. Information on the 
other point will be found in the Blue- 
book with regard to one Assembly, or 
even more, | think. 


Business of the House. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say what the business will be 
on Monday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR:: If the Supple- 
mentary Army Estimates are not con- 
cluded to-night—and I really do not 
know what the prospects are—they will 


be the first Order on Monday.  As| 


regards the next business, there is a 
Motion down in the name of the hon. 


Member for Camborne for Tuesday, the | 


J1th, which will under the rule which 


was passed yesterday be excluded from | 


debate, supposing that, as is not only 


probable but certain, the discussion on | 


the rules of procedure is not concluded 
by that time. I should not consider 


myself justified in making an exception | 


in favour of any Member of this House, 
no matter what the resolution was, 
unless some public interest was affected 
by deferring such a discussion. But I 
am informed by my noble friend the 
Secretary of State for India that, in his 
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opinion, and in the opinion of the 
| Viceroy, it is of the first importance that 
this subject should be discussed at no 
| very distant date. In those circumstances 
I propose to put down after the Army 
_ Estimates some Motion which would raise 
the point raised by the hon. Member in 
his Motion. Exactly in what mode that 
should be done I have not yet determined, 
but it will be the subject which will come 
either first or immediately after the Army 
Estimates on Monday. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): 
I thank the right hon. Gentleman for his 
kindness. I do not care very much what 
form the Motion takes as long as the sub- 
ject is raised. J do not desire to take a 
division, but only to have the matter 
discussed. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Has the 
right hon. Gentleman decided upon the 
day on which the debate on the new rules 
shall begin? I may also ask if he pro- 
poses to take the rules in the order in 
which they stand on the Paper, or will he 
consider the desirability of first taking 
those that relate to the sittings of the 
House. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I think we 
ought to begin not later than Tuesday, 
By common agreement I think it will be 
| admitted that the so-called Second Reading 
debate ought to conclude not later than 
next Friday, so that we may at once begin 
on the Amendments on Monday week. 
The House will have on the Order Paper 
immediately the Amendments the Govern- 
ment propose, and any Amendment Mem- 
bers propose to put down to those Amend- 
ments can be put down at once, unlike 
the procedure on a Bill, the Amendments 
to which cannot be put down until it has 
been read a second time. I hope our 
Amendments will be on the Order Paper 
‘on Monday, and I think we ought to 
begin on Tuesday, because I am aware 
that thisis a subject on which a great 
many hon. Gentlemen probably have 
opinions to offer. It is not like the 
|Second Reading debate on an ordinary 
| Government Bill, as to which it may be 
| naturally expected that the attacks upon 
|it would be drawn from the other side of 
‘the House. In this case I hope the rules 
| will not be attacked seriously from any 
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quarter, but doubtless they will be com- | entering into detail, andI think two days 
mented upon from all sides, and there | will be sufficient. I do not think there 
must be a fair chance given not only to| will be any disposition on this side of the 
Gentlemen opposite but toGentlemen on | House to shut out any criticism of his 
this side to offer their opinions. I think | plans by the right hon. Gentleman’s 
three days ought to be ample ; I am not | friends. Neither is there any desire on 
sure that two days would be ample, and | our part to treat his proposals in a hyper- 
therefore I propose to begin on Tuesday. | critical spirit. We are prepared to 
| consider them on their merits. 
Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN:; ~* 
I would beg the right hon. Gentleman | Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
to reconsider his decision. Until he used | I dare say the First}Lord would like to 
some expressions on the subject of a | gather opinions from all quarters. — I 
somewhat doubtful kind last night, at should like to tell him that the Irish 
the end of the discussion, it was quite Members certainly do not entertain the 
understood that this discussion would idea that two days will be sufficient for 
not begin until Thursday. I do not) the Second Reading discussion of these 
think the right hon. Gentleman will rules. We are anxious that the discus- 
gain anything either in the attitude of sion should take place on W elsh Disestab- 
the House towards the proposals, or in lish ment, and I would therefore strongly 
its disposition to discuss them in a urge the right hon. Gentleman to com- 
businesslike way. I think the House is| mence the debate on Thursday _and 
entitled to an opportunity of looking at make no attempt to tinish it on Friday. 
these rules all round before we begin, Such a course would not impede the 
and, therefore, I appeal to the right progress of the discussion, but would 
hon. Gentleman, on the ground of what probably have the opposite effect. 
was almost an understanding, that the Sm ' 
debate should not begin till Thursday. Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): I did not understand that there 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I wonder if I was any pledge given by the right hon. 
am wrong, or of too suspicious a nature, “Gentleman as to the day, but, at the same 
but I really believe the right hon. ‘me, I desire to support the appeal made 
Gentleman is animated in his remarks | from the other side of the House. 
by a suspicion that I wish to avoid the | 


discussion of the Motion on Welsh Dis- | 


establishment, which is set down for ‘ 

- : -- | Mr. CHAPLIN: That the Second 
Tuesday. L di moe cane One farthing | Reading debate should not be taken 
whether that debate comes on or not. 


All I care for is that the Second Reading on by a d ving that appeal 
debate on these rules should end on} ‘ ad re 


Friday without leaving a sense of sore- | watiaa aii 

ness in any part of the House with) _ Mr. ALFRED THOMAS; (Glamorgan- 
regard to the discussion. But I am shire, E.): The right hon. Gentleman says 
quite ready to give way about the Tues-_ he wants to avoid causing any soreness. 
day so long as it is understood that hon. I can assure him that if he deprives them 
Members on this side are not expected of Tuesday, the Welsh Members will feel 
to give up their rights of discussion. _| VeTY Sore indeed. 


3 . | Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I hope the 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon. | right hon. Gentleman will— 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Which appeal? 


mouthshire, W.): I certainly understood | 

that the right hon. Gentleman gave a) *Mr, SPEAKER: Order, order! There 
distinct understanding on this point. | ig no Question before the House. 
Members for Wales, unlike the right hon. | 
Gentleman, do care, and care greatly,|; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no wish 
whether this debate comes on. They | to press any hon. Members unduly. If I 
understood that Tuesday would be clear. | find on enquiry that two days is not 
As to the time for the Second Reading | thought to be a reasonable time, then I 
discussion of the rules, it does not require | fear I must begin on the Tuesday. I 
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will state before the rising of the House 
when I propose to put down the rules. I 
am disposed to agree, personally, with the 
right hon. Gentleman behind me. 


Mr. CHAPLIN ; I expressed no opinion 
on the point. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, then; 
with the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
-ber for West Monmouthshire. I think 
with him, that two days should be 
sufficient, because what the House will 
have to deal with is a series of eg 
tions, on each of which they will have 
full opportunity, after the so-called Recon’ | 
Reading debate, of stating their views. 
That being the case, I think two days | 
should be sufficient. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I think it is 
not quite fair to endeavour to squeeze 
‘hon. Members who consider two days 
insufficient by stating that if they persist 
in taking more time they will have to 
sacrifice Tuesday. It is not a fairfweapon 
to use against us. 


Mr. A. J, BALFOUR: I do not wish 
to say anything to prolong this dis- 
cussion, but may I just point out to the 
House that somebody must lose a day. 
If the day lost is not the Tuesday it must 
be a day at the end of the proceedings 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Take the 
following Monday. 


NEW BILLS. 


HOUSING OF THE 
(REPAYMENT OF LOANS). 

Bill to extend the period for the Re- 
payment of Loans raised for the provision | 
of workmen’s dwellings, and to confer 
‘ further borrowing powers on Local 
Authorities, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Hay, Mr. Bull, Mr. Duke, Mr. 
Evelyn Cecil, Mr. Flower, Mr. Goulding, 
Mr. Remnant, and Mr. Harry Samuel. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 
“To extend the period for the Repay- 
ment of Loans raised for the provision 
of workmen’s dwellings, and tc confer 
further borrowing powerson Local Author- 


{ COMMONS} 


WORKING CLASSES | 
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ities,” presented and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Friday, 
14th February, and to be printed. [Bill 
75.) 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS. 


Bill for the Registration of Firms and 
persons carrying on business under trade 
names, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Emmott, Mr. James Heath, Sir Alfred 
| Hickman, Mr. Holland, and Mr. Walter 





Palmer. 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 


“For the Registration of Firms and 
| Persons carrying on business under trade 
names,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
WwW ednesday, 7th May, and to be printed. 
| Bill 76.] 





COUNTY COUNCILS (BY E-LAWS.) 

Bill to amend the Law with regard 
to the making of Bye-laws by County 
Councils, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Sir John Dorington, 
and Mr. Humphrey’s-Owen. 
COUNTY COUNCILS (BYE-LAWS) BILL, 

“To amend the Law with regard to 
the making of Bye-laws by ‘County 
Councils,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 10th February, and toi be 
printed. [Bill 77.] 


HIGHER EDUCATION (LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES. ) 

Bill for making better provision for 
the promotion by Local Authorities 
of Education other than Elementary 
Education; and for other purposes, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse, Mr. Flower, Colonel 
Williams, Sir Francis Powell, Mr. Bill, 
and Mr. William Lawrence. 





HIGHER EDUCATION (LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES) BILL. 
“For making better provision for 
the promotion by Local Authorities of 
Education other than Elementary Educa- 





tion ; and for other purposes,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 10th February, 
and to be printed. [Bill 78.] 





th 
th 





48 


time ; 
riday, 


[Bill 


1s and 
‘ trade 
y Mr. 
Alfred 
Valter 


L. 

is and 
trade 
> first 
upon 
‘inted. 


S.) 

regard 
ounty 
in by 


ngton, 


BILL. 
ard to 
ounty 
e first 
upon 
toi be 


L 


on for 
orities 
ontary 
"poses, 
y Mr. 
‘olonel 


. Bill, 


nm for 
ties of 
{duca- 
ented, 
ead a 


ruary, 











Ad Supply— Army 
SUPPLY. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowraer (Cumberland‘ 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES. 
1901-02. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
ceeding £5,000,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment, during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for Additional Expenditure, due to 
the War in South Africa, in respect of 
the following Army Services, viz. :— 


£ 
Vote 6. Purchase of Remounts 2,000,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and 


other supplies ... a8 3,000,000 


£5,000,000” 

(4.20.) THeESECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I rise to say a few words of ex- 
planation in respect to this addition to 
the very large sum voted for Army 
services earlier in the financial year. 
The expenditure upon the war up to the 
present time is in the recollection of the 


Total 


Committee, but I may perhaps give a few 


figures toshow what the expenditure has 
been in the present financial year as 


compared with the previous financial | 
year. In the year 1899-1900 £23,000,000 | 


were voted for the purposes of the war 
by the House, and in 1900-01 the original 


estimate, £31,500,000, for the war was | 


swelled to more than double by provision 
voted subsequently, and by the special 
force maintained at home. Therefore, 
in connection with the war, the expen- 


over £63,000,000. Forthe year 1901-02 
the original estimate for the war, apart 
from the current Army services, was 
£56,070,000 ; and therefore the amount 
I now ask the Committee to vote is a 
sum which will bring up the total of | 
£61,070,000, or rather less than the sum | 
voted in the previous year. I have | 
always held that it is the duty of the) 
Government inits original estimate, as far | 
as possible,to present to the House thetotal | 
which it may require voted ; and I claim, | 
seeing that thereis very great difficulty in | 
making calculations for the provision of | 
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the war, that the amount we now ask the 
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Committee to vote is not an inordinate 
amount, even for those financial purists 


'who would desire that the total voted 
originally should not be exceeded. I 


frankly admit—what is known to every 


| Member of the House— that the calcula- 


tion which we originally made as to the 
period for which the war would last and 
as to the number of troops which it 
would be necessary to maintain through- 
out the year has been somewhat, though 
not so very largely, exceeded. The 
£5,000,000 I now ask the Committee to 
vote would be a larger sum if we had not 
in the original Estimate included a con- 
siderable sum for terminal charges— 
gratuities and repatriation of our own 
troops, as well as the other expenditure 
incident to the termination of the war— 
and that sum, of course, has been avail- 
able to carry on the war and to keep up 
a larger number of troops at the front. 
But | make no apology for'the Estimate 
which I now present. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo E): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman tell us whether any 
of the supplementary sum voted for the 


| Transvaal civil expenditure has been 


spent on the war ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The civil estabtish- 
ment was included in the Vote taken by 
my right hon. friend the Secretary for 
the Colonies—— 


Mr. DILLON: Has any of it been 
spent on the war ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Before the House 


adjourned in August. In that sum, of 


course, is included expenditure by the 
| Colonial 
diture for 1900-01 reached something | 


behalf of the 
The sums we take 


Office on 


civil establishment. 


| are entirely due to the Army and military 


services. I was going to say that I make 
no apology for the sum the Committee 
are now asked to vote. Of course, 
there are Members in the House who 
regard any further Votes with appre- 
hension, on grounds which they have 
stated previously with regard to the 
whole conduct of the war. But the 
great mass of Members have expressed 
over and over again their determination 
to see the war through. The principal 
criticism they have directed against the 
Government in and out of Parliament 
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has been based upon an apprehension | 


that the Government were not suffi- | 
ciently estimating the task which they | 
had undertaken, and were in some degree | 
falling short in their contribution of 
men and maintenance properly to assist 
the generals in the field. Let me state | 
what has been achieved during the past 
year. We had in South Africa on May | 
Ist last year 138,000 Regulars, 58,000 
Colonials, 23,000 Yeomanry, 20,000 | 
Militia, and nearly 10,000 Volunteers—in 
all nearly 250,000 men. On January Ist 
of this year we had 141,000 Regulars, 
57,000 Colonials, 13,650 Yeomanry, 
nearly 20,000 Militia, and about 5,400 
Volunteers—in all, therefore, 237,000 
men. Therefore, practically, although the 
Yeomanry was decreased by the fact that 
on the Ist of May there was the over- 
lapping of the old Yeomanry with the 
new who had just arrived, the force in 
South Africa, despite the natural wastage 
of the war, has been maintained sub- 
stantially at the same figure throughout 
the whole year. I confess I think that 
if three years ago my right hon. 
friend the Chief Secretary, in moving 
his Estimates, had told the House that the 
Government would undertake to main- 
tain for two years in South!Africa nearly 
150,000 regular troops and nearly 
100,000 other troops, with transports, 
provisions and stores, and an equivalent 
number of horses, he would have been 
thought exceedingly sanguine, and he 
would have been received with a great 
deal of doubt and hesitation from all 
parts of the House of Commons. I 
claim that that achievement has been a 
not inconsiderable task. But in addition 
to that, we have had also to cope with 
the immense difficulty of providing re- 
mounts for this vast force. During the 
year we have sanded 179,000 horses in 
South Africa. We have also purchased 
in South Africa a large number of other 
animals. The total number of animals 
paid for in these Estimates is no less than 
214,000 horses and mules. The actual 
provision represents an average number 
bought per month of 24,000. I must say 
that I think that ought to be some| 
answer to those who are constantly | 
upbraiding the Government for having | 
been niggardly in their provision of | 
horses in this war. I do not for a 


{COMMONS } 
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places, with the immense wastage of the 
war, there may not have been a shortage, 
but I can only say that we have kept up 
our supply to the.number we undertook 
to supply from the first. The House will 
remember that, in addition to feeding 
nearly 260,000 troops, we have had also 


‘on the average 30,000 men more em- 


ployed, either in the remount establish. 
ment, or as drivers or otherwise, making 
in all nearly 280,000 who have been fed 
on the average from the 1st of April last 
to the Ist of January. We have fed on 
the average 208,000 horses and mules 
and 30,000 oxen. During that period 
we have also had upon our 
hands 27,000 Boer prisoners and 
some 150,000 of the Boer population 
also to feed. I think that however much 
the Committee may have desired to be free 
from an Estimate of this character, they 
will not complain that we have not got 
something to show in respect of achieve- 
ment for the money. During the 
greater part of the year the expense to 
this country of the war has been about 
£5,500,000 a month. That expenditure 
has now been decreased, and it now 
figures at something like £1,000,000 less, 
namely, about £4,500,000 a month. We 
have also made every provision in our 
power to secure further reductions. The 
meat contract, which was formerly held 
in South Africa by the Storage Com- 
pany, has been put out afresh from the 
31st of March, and we have had a 
competition which has resulted in 
bringing down the price by about 14d. 
per lb., and we anticipate a saving 
during the next year of £600,000 or 
£700,000. Lord Kitchener has helped 
us enormously in the question of expendi- 
ture, and has found time, amidst the 
engrossing work of superintending 60 
or 70 mobile columns and the whole 
work of a vast army, to give personal 
attention to a great many of these 
points, and he has made arrangements 
by which purchase of local supplies has 
been so bought on a better footing 
that we expect a reduction of 30 per 
cent. on that head. And again, as to 
the Colonial forces, who were originally 
equipped and previously paid and fed 
by the British Government, the Govern- 
ment of Cape Colony have at their 
own wish taken back their local force, 


moment say that at times and in some | which could not be used for the pur- 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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pose of war beyond the limits of the | dressed’a meeting about two and a half 


colony, 


and by that action we have) | months ago, I remember I was able to 


obtained a saving of from £200,000 to point out “that the railway had been ren- 


£300,000 per month. 
though the sum we have had to 
spend is large, we have used every 
possible economy in endeavouring to 


penditure. 
Perhaps, Sir, having given these | 
figures, | might be allowed, without | 


entering into the general policy, to 
mention how far this large number of 


troops has enabled us to,make a per- | 


manent impression, so to speak, on 
the problem of the war within the last 
two months. In respect to that, I 
would mention that all the informa- 
tion that comes to us shows that the 
blockhouse system, inaugurated by 
Lord Kitchener, has had the best pos- 
sible effect, and has largely tended not 
merely towards limiting the tremendous 
strain on the troops, but also to limit 
the area over which the war 
was raging. A_ large part of 
the country has now been brought 
into a peaceful condition and _ freed 
from the ravages of war. Take first 
of all Cape Colony. Although Cape 
Colony has not been worked on the block- 
house system, we can practically say that 
the dispersion of the rebels of Cape Colony, 
or of the Boer bands who have found their 
way into it, has gone so far that even in the 
north east of the Colony they have been 
reduced to small bands hiding in the 
mountains. Those in the western parts 
of the Colony have practically made no 
sign for some little time. They are in a 
very waste country, and although the 
bands have not been altogether broken up, 
General French regards them now as rather 
a matter for police duty than for military 
operations. Going further north, into the 
Orange River Colony, the blockhouse 
system has rendered the country south of 
a line drawn roughly from Kimberley 
through Kroonstad to the Natal border, 

free from warlike operations. In the 


Therefore, al- dered secure, and that there had been no 


| wreckages in the month of October. The 


safety of the railway is now practically 
| secured. 
achieve the same results with less ex- | S0me marauding bands may find their way 
‘and break it again, 
/running with the ordinary punctuality, 


Of course it is possible that 
but the trains are 


and supplies are going up with proper pre- 
cision. And, of course, the House knows 
there is an immense resumption of in- 
dustry at Johannesburg—an increasing 
resumption—which will perhaps be the 


/most permanent source of improvement, 
'and the matter on which we may most con- 


gratulate ourselves, seeing that the future 
of South Africa must largely depend on 
the timely resumption of industry. The 
position in which we stand with regard to 
the enemy at this moment, is that they 
are in three places in South Africa, and in 
three large bands. The force under General 
De Wet is in the Orange River Colony, 
and still numbers, on an emergency, when 
the men are collected, a formidable body. 
The force under General Botha in the 
north-east of the Transvaal, although he 
has suffered very considerable reductions 
in the course of the last two months, and 
notably by the operations of General 
Bruce Hamilton, still remain when brought 
together a formidable body. There is 
also on the north-west still a force left 
which collects from time to time under 
General Delarey. ,That these bodies of 
men should be brought together and 
brought to action is the chief aim and 
policy of Lord Kitchener. In connection 
with that, I may say that the extension of 
the blockhouse system largely renders it 
more difficult for those bodies of men to. 
keep their own position, and makes it 
more certain that sooner or later our 
forces will be able to bring a large body 


| of them into action. 


Transvaal, taking a line bounded on the | 
north from Zeerust to Wonderfontein, on | 
the east from Wonderfontein to Volksrust, | 


on the south from Volksrust to Klerksdorp, 
and on the west from Klerksdorp to 
Zeerust, it may, I think, be held that the 
blockhouse system has cleared us within | 
those limitations. 
been able to secure that. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): Would the right hon, Gentle- 
man kindly say how many men are 
under each of these leaders ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I refrain from 
giving estimates. Whenever I have given 
estimates of the number of the enemy, 
I have never fallen into the hopeless 


We have certainly ‘pitfall of telling the House exactly when 
When I ad_ the war w ould t terminate, for doing which 
| 
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‘go many persons have been rebuked. | 
But roughly speaking I believe that each 
~of these commandos can, or might on 
oceasion, by sweeping a large amount of | 
country, bring together something like | 
2,000 men. ‘That is the sort of estimate 
that is put before us. Except in the 
ease of General Botha in September last 
nothing like so considerable a body of 


men have been brought together for this | 


purpose. As I have touched on this 
question I trust that this will be the 
' right place to express our appreciation 
of the immense efforts which have been 


made by our mounted troops during the | 


- lastyear. I get a larger number of 
letters than anybody, probably, in the 
House from the front, and the way in 
which these troops, without any attempt 
at advertisement—we hardly ever see it 
in the papers—can endure marches of 30, 
40, and 50 miles a day on successive 
days, while it no doubt shows a result in 
these Estimates in the addition of 
£2,000,000 for remounts, ought to be 


_Tecognised as evidence of the unflinching | 


spirit and perseverance of these men 


in a vast and variegated country. 
Considering the great extent of the 


country and the fact that the task of the 
pursuer must, in difficulty, be double or 
treble that on the part of the pursued, 
it is no disparagement to the enemy to 
dwell on the work of our own men. 
The work which has fallen on them has 
been most cheerfully performed. In 
many cases success was almost within 
the grasp of our columns, but it failed 
by the chance of a mist coming on or 
from some other untoward incident. 
Their disappointments, their hardships, 
and their exposure to all sorts of trials 


have been great, yet in the very last | 


letter I had trom Lord Kitchener he says 
that there has been a willing, cheerful 
and zealous performance of duty on the 
part of all ranks. 

not think it 
to conclude the few remarks I 
made by assuring this 
the country that we are not likely to 
slacken in our efforts to provide Lord 
Kitchener with all that is necessary 
to complete the operations he has in 
hand. It must be realised even by those 
most opposed to the war that by far the 
most humane thing for the conduct of 


Now, I do 


this campaign, and by far the most vital | 


Mr. Brodrick, 


{COMMONS } 


necessary | 
have | 
House and | 
| Gentleman has made some observations 
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| thing for the future of South Africa, is 
‘that so far as men and horses and the 
/ munitions of war can doit, we must put 
Lord Kitchener in the position to bring 
anend to the war at the earliest possible 
| moment. I claim on behalf of the 
Government, with regard to that, that 
‘there is no part of our proceedings 
during the last year which will not bear 
the fullest investigation and criticism. I 
know that the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean advanced 
one point to which he attached impor- 
'tance the other day, but to which I 
would not make a reply because the 
First Lord of the Treasury dealt some- 
what fully with it a few nights ago. I 
propose to lay on the Table to-night for 
the information of the House and the 
country a Return showing the total 
number of men and horses, both from 
home and abroad, which have been 
landed in South Africa during the years 
1900 and 1901. That Return will 
form at least a valuable record, unique 
as regards the effort that has been 


made in sending troops and horses 
over sea. It is certainly unique in 
the history of the British nation. 


I cannot help expressing the hope that 
it will not have to be repeated, and the 
Committee will understand when I 
say that, whoever has to repeat the effort, 
I trust the work will not fall on the 
individual who now addresses them. I 
can only say that on the part oi all those 
engaged in South Africa and at the War 
Office, there has been one common effort 
that nothing should be wanting on our 
part in the effective utilisation of the 
Supplies which have been freely granted 
by the country. We have left nothing 
undone to economise the public re- 
sources, and to distribute the Supplies 
which have been committed to our 
care to the best advantage with a view 
to the conclusion of the war. 


(4.50.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs) : The right hon. 


on the present condition of the war- 
like operations in South Africa. I 
do not know whether it would be in 
order to discuss the general question 
upon this particular Supplementary 
Estimate, but the Chairman will call 
those to order who transgress. The 
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right hon. Gentleman said two things | October 9th, 1900. Termination of the 


which rather astonished me. 
that in all parts of the House, even. 


among those who take a different view | 


from his of the war generally, and as to 


the policy pursued, there had been, from | 
the first, a desire to support it—‘‘ to see | 


it through ’’ as the phrase is—and that if 
fault had been found with the Govern- 
ment it was that they did not do this 


more actively or thoroughly enough. | 
But I do think he is mistaken in suppos- | 


ing that any one complained that the 
Government were not spending enough. 
The objection was not that the money 
had been poured out, but that it had not 
always been very well applied. I do not 
think that the right hon. Gentleman can 


lay that particular flattering unction to | 


his soul—that the House and the country 
generally have supported the Govern- 
ment in the matter of expense. It 
has been endured, and comparatively 
little grumbling has been heard; but 
I do not think that there is a general 
feeling either in the House or the 
country that there has been any indis- 
position on the part of the Government 
to spend money freely. Another little 
point on which I think the right hon. 
Gentleman was wrong was in claiming 
that he had always avoided com- 
mitting himself to any estimate 
of the duration or chances of the war. 
On the most conspicuous of all occasions, 
viz., at the General Election, the right 
hon. Gentleman on his election card 
claimed the votes of his electors on the 
ground of the termination of the war in 
South Africa. That was even worse than 
a prophecy, for prophets all make mis- 
takes ; it was an interpretation of facts 
that had already occurred. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I must really be 
allowed to say that this card was pub- 
lished merely with the figures of the 
result of the poll after I had been elected, 
by some enthusiastic supporter, and he 
put at the top, “Termination of the war.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 


I happen, for greater accuracy, to have 
the card in my pocket. It is not the. 
first time I have quoted it; and it has | 
become .rather shabby, but I thought it | 
might be required on this occasion. The 
card reads, “ Guildford Division of Surrey. | 


He said , War in South Africa. 


Never again.” 


Mr. BRODRICK: Then follow the 


| figures. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The figures are’ given. It is issued, 
printed, and published by D. Jones, 
Guildford. 

AN Hon. Member: After the elec- 
tion. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is one of the election publications, and 
that makes it still worse. Perhaps this 
very sanguine admirer implied that, now 
that the right hon. Gentleman had been 
elected, and with his great mjority, this 
was the actual termination of the war! 
Well, the right hon. Gentleman has 
spoken of the way in which the troops of 
all classes and kinds and ranks in South 
Africa have conducted the operations, 
and of the extraordinary. spirit and tena- 
‘city of purpose and courage which they 
have shown. With that every man in 
the House will agree, and the praise 
given to the more mobile forces which 
have made the long marches day after 
day and endured the great hardships 
referred to was also due. But perhaps 
greater credit was due to the immobile 
part of the forces who were shut up in 
the blockhouses and leading about the 
most dreary and monotonous existences 


possible for anyone to lead. Yet no 
complaints are heard, no evils are 
reported, and everything that can 


be desired in an army is found in our 
men and in our ofticers also. 

The particular Vote now asked for is 
for money required for transport in 
‘connection with remounts. I wish to 
| point out that in July or August, 
when these matters were last before 
the House, we were assured that the 
money then asked for would be amply 
sufticient for the whole year, and would 


suffice to bring back to this country 


/about half, or at least a large portion 
of the troops. Well, these forces have 
'not been brought home, and there must 
have been large sums taken from the 
Estimate from bringing the troops home 
and devoted to the purpose of securing 
remounts. That makes the demand for 
more money on this head the more 
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difficult to account for, seeing that| Gentleman has referred to them, some 
the Vote taken for that purpose last | more information than we at present 
summer was so unusually large. There | possess, as to the precise circumstances in 
is another enquiry which I would like to | which that force are being maintained, 
make—although I have not much to say the discipline they are under, the partic- 
on the subject. There has been a great ular authority exercised over them, whe- 
deal of commandeering of horses in Cape ther they are, for instance, under martial 
Colony. The country has been practically Jaw, and whether the officers of the force 
swept of horses for military purposes. are employed for the purpose of applying 
From what we hear—we have the old martial law, which is a very important 
complaint to make; we are groping in’ point. I think the right hon. Gentleman 
the dark, we have not access to full ought to let us know a good deal more 
information, or indeed to hardly any about this particular force than we have 
information at all—but from what we | yet been able to find out. I will not in- 
can pick up, the country is swept clear of dulge in any general observations or 
horses ; and, therefore, there has been 4 lamentations as to the expenditure gen- 
large increase in the number of available erally. The Committee, as the right hon. 
horses and mules for transport obtained | iia, Rika Sian incessant 
in that way. It seems that even in the eae ze ‘ vited ia 4 
its idee ae T ian dines «Mable reluctance to vote the money required for 
ae tags: the war, but, of course, we hold the 
abstract given in the Blue-book—a sort Panicamaineh till ble for the 
of Budget of the Colony extending over ee ae 1 tips epee gPecides A 
three months—there was a huge item, in | P cane Se vote Saeey, and judging 
comparison with the total sums dealt with from — things which have been dis- 
—a sum of £97,000—put to the credit of | closed in the past, we doubt very much 
the revenue of the Colony under the de-| Whether a large part of it has been well 
nomination of ‘ Horses Commandeered | ¢mployed. 
and Confiscated,” and, as against that, | 
there is a supposed expenditure which) *(5.4.) Sir CHARLES DILKE (Glou- 
may be considered to be repayment of cestershire, Forest of Dean) said that 
the sum of £23,000. That shows that|the right hon Gentleman in his state- 
there are considerable sources of supply ment went beyond the terms of the 
of horses and mules which have been used , Estimate before the Committee, and had 
in South Africa itself. Therefore I think | made a general statement of much in- 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to be able | terest to the Committee, and of much 
to tell us what has been the recent rate of | value to the country, which, however, he 
loss, and how far the experience of pre-| would not have been allowed to have 
vious months has been utilised to prevent | made if hon. Members generally, were 
that inthefuture. We have reasonto be-| not to be permitted to dea] with the same 
lieve that many of the animals sent out | subjects. The right hon. Gentleman even 
were of a most undesirable kind, but quoted things which had been said 
whether good or bad, they were not judi-| against the Government, but if the rules 
ciously treated; and we should like to) of order were applied as strictly as they 
know why in that case the Government sometimes had been on Supplementary 
comes now for this additional sum, not- Estimates, and if the discussion were con- 
withstanding the fact that they took fined to the actual items within the 
under this Vote last session not only current financial year, the right hon. 
enough money for remounts, but enough | Gentleman would not have been enabled 
to bring the troops home. 'to make any remark about such state- 
One other matter to which the! ments. Until, however, he himself was 
right hon. Gentleman referred deserves | called to order, he would assume that he 
notice. He spoke of the saving in| would be allowed to refer to the matters 
expenditure to this country by the fact mentioned by the right hon. Gentleman. 
of the Cape Colony Government taking! The point that the Leader of the Oppo- 
over a considerable number of troops. | sition had just put would require a little 
I presume that refers to the 18,000 so-| more expansion than was given to it by 
called town guards, and to a certain| the right hon. Gentleman. The town 
number of armed blacks. We should guards, to which the right hon. Gentle- 
like, to have, as the right hon. _ man referred, and which had been taken 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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over by Cape Colony, had surrendered | 
on some occasions in considerable bodies | 
with their arms and horses. He imagined | 
that there could be no doubt about that, 
although those surrenders had: not been 
reported to the House except in one or 
two cases; but in many cases no 
reference was made to them by Lord) 
Kitchener. It was obvious that the war 
was in part prolonged, because of our | 
difficulty as regarded horses, the greater 

mobility of the Boers, and their constant | 
supply of horses, and also because they 

always had plenty of ammunition in spite 

of the difficulties which might be sup- 

posed to exist in the way of obtaining it. 

Surely, therefore, those surrenders were 

matters which ought to have been com- 

municated to the House. They were 

told that that force had been taken over 

by Cape Colony, and, putting aside the 

obvious constitutional objection to which 

the Leader of the Opposition had refer- 

red, they ought to insist that they should 

be as fully informed by the military au- 

thorities as to proceedings of that force as 

they were about the army itself. 

There was another matter alluded to by 
the right hon. Gentleman, and which, 
according to the ordinary principle, 
might have been ruled out of order. He 
referred to the prolongation of the war 
as being the direct result of the delay 
which occurred in sending out the new 
Yeomanry. The right hon. Gentleman 
said to-night that he was about to lay 
Papers on the Table which would help 
hon. Members to understand what had 
occurred. He did not wish to repeat the 
charges he had made in reference to the 
matter, but when the right hon. 
Gentleman said that they had been 
answered by the Leader of the House, 
all he would say was that three totally 
different accounts had been previously | 
given of those transactions, the Leader 
of the House gave a fourth, and Lord 
Raglan had given a fifth in another 
place. There was, however, one matter 
which was more strictly relevant to the 
Vote before the Committee, and that was 
the question of remounts. They knew 
that the War Office was one of those 
Departments which had the convenient 
power, with the leave of the Treasury, 
of spending on one purpose money voted 
foranother. That principle defeated the 
control of Parliament. There was the | 
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notorious case of the German guns, 
which they had not been able to discuss. 
It was raised to some extent, also in 
It was 
curious that although the Government 
had spent on the war during the 
financial year the money voted by the 
House for bringing the troops home, and 
also for the gratuities, nevertheless only 
one thing was named—the remounts— 
and by a strict application of the 
rules of the order evervthing else would 
be out of order on the present occasion. 
The right hon. Gentleman had told the 
Committee of the great success the War 
Office had achieved in the war, because 
they had sent a very large number of 
men across the seas, but that in itself 
did not constitute success. Spain sent 
to Cuba a proportionately larger force. 
The country had incurred lavish expen- 
diture, and Parliament ought to see 
that there was that return for it which 
the country had a right to expect. The 
old Prussian maxim that nothing really 
mattered about an army except its 
power to defeat the enemy was true. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that the 
Government had not been niggardly in 
regard to remounts, but that was not 
the charge. No one charged them with 
not buying horses by the thousand in 
different parts of the world, and sending 
them to South Africa. There might at 
one time have been an actual deficiency 
in the number of horses, but that time 
hadj passed long ago. ‘The deficiency 
now complained of was not caused by 
the want of so many horses, but by the 
fact that the horses were not serviceable 
at the places where they were wanted. 
It was not for the Government to be 
niggardly ; that was for the House; but 
as the House had not been niggardly 
they wanted to know what had 
happened to the money they had so 
lavishly voted. The right hon. Gentle- 
man saw more letters from officers 
than any other hon. Member. Of 
course, the right hon. Gentleman prob- 
ably saw 100 letters for every one seen 
by other hon. Members, and surely, 
therefore, he must know that officers 
still complained that the Boers had the 
legs of them, and also complained of the 
condition of the horses given to them for 
the very arduous duties they had to 
perform. Having regard to the condi- 
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tions under which the Boers had to! tactics quite unexpected. If the Boers 
carry on the campaign, the manner in | could surprise the British, charge right 
which they were rushed throughout the | up to the guns and shoot men down at 
country, and to the extent to which they | short range, that showed that their 
had already been deprived of horses, it horses must have been in extraordinarily 
was extraordinary that, with all the ex- | good condition. The Report which had 
penditure which had been incurred, the | been presented referred to mattere 
British columns were still not mounted as | previous to the present financial year, 
well as the Boers. That was the com-| hut they were continuing matters. The 
plaint which officers continued to make. Report was a most amazing and humilia- 
A great many people attributed their | ting document,though the House and the 
failure to the wrong reason, namely, that | country owed their thanks to the Gentle- 


the mounted troops ee a men who took part in its compilation, 
From what he had learned from officers, The hon. Gentleman who presided over 


he — = nag hag Pegg — the Committee had been too much 
tag A ~ ut than ag ayy og at | connected with the War Office to make 
ner sta > were » ar’. » oers ‘ " ° ° 
me bi — a a - y oe his selection at first sight a good selection 
oP y 2 ane Vy earriec rery- ° . 
reed fe ge He we: Hacc taer A . The for such a Committee, but he and his 
ao ba “4 », ) "seback. 2 s x 
pe eg parol had “ee ; colleagues had done their work admir- 
>8T1¢ ( "e S né eh a § 2 
“ea “i ] ably. The facts were all brought out ; 
of anxiety to the Government, but they Ae : 
; s nothing had been concealed, and in 
were now called upon to vote money for |; . 
: : _ ¢. | fairness they should be thanked for the 
remounts in the absence of all the reports ete te ead Wee ‘hed Sana 
, ‘ : ae sy had co ; 
except one, for which he had asked at the th toe ae ‘ 7 R d ' sation od 
beginning of the session, and which were t ‘a vat eeiske de : ‘ epor anki 
promised by the right hon. Gentleman, W Some words of censure upon the 
r hon. Member who had brought this 


who said that various reports on the s ; 

remount svstem had been received at the ™atter before the attention of the House, 
War Office, and that he would consider Who had perhaps made a mistake in 
whether they should be laid before Par- Sing expressions which he could not fully 
liament. He sincerely hoped those reports Justify; but in substance the charges 
would be laid before the House, because he made were proved up to the hilt. 
the question of remounts was at the The Report of the Committee was a 
bottom of everything that was going wrong | terrible censure upon the whole business 
or going too slowly in South Africa. matter of the War Office on this question, 
'and it had confirmed all that had ever 
mounted columns had done wonderful | been said of the businesslike habits of the 
service. No doubt some of them had, | War Office and the way which it had 
but the most of them were generally dis- conducted the war. The Committee 
appointed because, the Secretary of State found that the remount , department 
told us, a mist came down. That | had not consulted the military attaché 
was the explanation of Homer; a mist | upon this matter, nor had they obtained 
always came down and enveloped the for themselves that information which 
columns of the enemy, that being ascribed | the military attachés could have obtained 
to the direct action of the gods. He for them. It was perfectly evident 
could not but feel that in many cases the | from the evidence of the present military 
absence of success had been due to the | attaché to Vienna that he was deeply 
breakdown of the remount system. | hurt at not being consulted as he ought 
There was one very remarkable fact | to have been. What did the Committee 
in that connection which every Mem-| find with regard to the contracts, and 
ber of the Committee should realize.' the effects of the contracts in this 
Sixteen unfortunate incidents had oc-  particularcase? Probably hon. Members 
curred during the present financial year, had read for themselves the terrible story 
i.¢., since tne beginning of April, cases in | of the way in which this country had 
which over 50 men or else guns were | been swindled by a ring of persons in 
lost, and in almost all of them the Boers | this place. We knew the facts with 
rushed on horseback on the British | regard to Hungary, but he was afraid 
troops, and in nine cases did so with an|the War Office had received facts with 
ability and a knowledge of cavalry| regard to other places which would 

Sir Charles Dilke. 


The right hon. Gentleman said that the 
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show an equally disgraceful state of 
things. We knew how Colonel St. 
Quintin seemed to have fallen into the 
hands of the person Lewison; that a 
person who was previously in our 
service introduced him to Lewison and 
took a commission from Lewison of 
91 on the contracts he made, and 
that the country was made to pay 
almost the price it would have been 
compelled to pay for a good article for 
one which was not worth anything. 
France bought a lot of horses in 
Hungary, and paid £36 per horse. We 
wanted to buy an article not quite so 
good and paid £22, and we got an article 
worth £8. The rest of the money went 
into the pockets of the contractor. This 
was caused by having to spend money in 
the rush and hurry of war. If the work 
had been done which ought to have been 
done in time of peace the need of spending 
money ina rush in this way would not 
have happened, and the country would 
not have been swindled as it had been. 
The noble Lord on the Government Bench 
had made a perfectly fair statement with 
regard to M:. Lewison, who was the cause 
of the country spending this large sum, 
which showed that when this pressure 
occurred the Government fell into the 
hands of people of this kind when the 
slightest inquiry would have resulted in 
saving them from this swindling. Lord 
Stanley said : 

“T regret very much that men like Lewison 
should have been employed. [ know all about 
Lewison; and I know he is not the sort of 
man who ought to have been employed, and if 
the Imperial Yeomanry Committee could have 
asked anybody connected with Newmarket 
they would have said that Lewison was not 
the class of man to be employed.” 

That was a painful commentary upon 
what had occurred in South Africa. 
Horses of an inferior auality were 
hurried out, most improperly supervised, 
and were hurried up country and in- 
considerately put into the field, and the 
result was, not that a large proportion 
of them, but that practically all of them 
died at once, and the total amount of 
money which the country paid might to 
alarge extent have been saved if proper 
arrangements had been made in time of 
peace. This was one of those items 
which taught us a well needed lesson. 
There was in the same vote a large 
amount for food, and the right hon. 
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| Gentleman had alluded in the course of 
|his speech to the food. One of the 
| great difficulties in the way of re- 
cruiting at the present time was the 
quality and quantity of the soldiers’ food, 
and those who were interested in the 
question of recruiting knew that lay at 
the root of all Army efficiency, and would 
bring that question before the House. 
On this occasion the debate ought to be 
confined to the question of remounts, 
and hon. Members owed such a duty of 
gratitude to the Committee that they 
certainly ought to say what they thought 
of the facts reviewed in the Report. 


*(5.28.) Sm BLUNDELL MAPLE 
(Camberwell, Dulwich) said he regretted 
exceedingly that the Committee should 
have issued a Report charging him with 
making specific allegations, because he 
had been very careful in bringing the 
matter forward on the 6th of June to 
make no allegations whatever. He first 
raised the question in February last. 
and he had been continually asking 
Questions as to whether inquiries were 
going to be made with regard to this 
subject. On the 6th of June he again 
asked whether inquiries had been made. 
All he said then was that insinuations 
were coming from all parts of the Con- 
tinent and London, and he wished this 
scandal to be inquired into. It was in 
response to his representations that the 
inquiry was held, and he always antici- 
pated that the Committee would have 
gone out and conducted the inquiry on 
the spot, because it was a very serious 
matter. If hon. Members would read 
the evidence given before the Committee 
they would have no doubt that a very 
inferior class of horses were sent out. 
When he heard in December, 1899, that 
horses were required for South Africa. 
he at once wrote the letter to Mr. 

| Wyndham which was referred to in the 
‘ Blue-book, page 18, question 23. The 
‘hon. Member then referred to the fol- 
| lowing letter which he sent to the then 
| Under Secretary of State for War in 
1899 :— 


“« T understand the Government want horses. 
Now, my thoroughbred stud manager, Mr. A. 
Waugh, who is also a veterinary surgeon, tells 
me he is certain he can buy 3,000 horses— 
Hungarian—just the class of animal you want, 
at an average price of £30.' He knows a horse- 
dealer in Vienna who would accompany him to 


C 
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buy the horses if you like. The horse-dealer 
would require £1 each for the buying, and if 
a present was given to Waugh, and his expenses 
paid, this would mean, in my opinion, less than 
5s. per horse—and the horses would cost under 
£32. Again, Waugh advises that these horses 
should go straight to Trieste, thus saving 
carriage, and the cost per horse at that port 
would be less than £35. Further I send you a 
letter which Waugh has received, which you 


can have translated, where you will read 
that horses can be bought for less than £17 


apiece. 

“Alec Waugh is a well-known man, and 
son of Mr. Jas. Waugh, the great trainer at 
Newmarket, and he is brother to my trainer, 
Wm. Waugh. Alec Waugh has acted for the 
last ten years as the official starter te the 
Jockey Clubs at Vienna and Buda Pesth. He 
speaks German and thoroughly well knows the 
breed of horses. He holds a_ veterinary 
certificate for England, and I believe he is the 
only Englishman holding the German diplomas. 
If the War Depét would like to use his 
services, I should be quite willing to spare him 
until February 15th. In his opinion, within 
three weeks from starting, he could buy for 
the Government 3,000 horses. In my opinion 
he is a perfectly honest man, and you would 
be all right in entrusting him with this 
responsibility.” 


In reply to that letter he received a 
telegram asking Waugh to go and see 


General Truman on the Monday. 
Waugh saw General Truman as 
arranged, and was then told that 
the Government did not want any 


horses at all from Hungary. Yet in afew 
weeks he (the hon. Member) heard from 
friends in Austria-Hungary that large 
numbers of worthless animals were being 
bought there for the use of our Army. 
Asa result of enquiries, hefound that acer- 
tain Captain Hartigan took a Mr. Lewison 
to Colonel St. Quintin, and obtained 
a contract for 3,000 horses at £33 16s. 8d. 
each. No sooner had he got the contract 
than the man went off to Hauser, of 
Vienna, and arranged with him to supply 
these horses at £22, putting £35,000 into 
his own pocket as the result of the 
transaction. In another case a man 
named Renntschi got a contract for 1,000 
horses, but he had to deliver them at a 
less distance, thus making a difference of 
about £2 per horse. Renntschi was 
unable to supply the horses, so he took 
his contract to Lewison, who at once gave 
him £7,000 for it. As these horses were 
at the same price as the others he had 
mentioned, Lewison would have put 


another £7,000 into his own pocket over 

that transaction. Captain Hartigan stated 

in his evidence that he arranged with 
Sir Blundell Maple. 
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Lewison to get 24 per cent. on the whole 


transaction, and this Captain Hartigan 
was actually employed to pass some of the 
horses! As to the nature of the horses, 
he had also made enquiries. Count 
Batthyany, Baron Harkanyi, Herr Von 
Lossonezy, Ministerial Roth (head of the 
Royal Hungarian Studs) were all gentle- 
men of the highest standing, and he 
knew them well. These gentlemen were 
staying with him at Newmarket, and the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
was asked to meet them there, but was 
unable to do so. He believed, however, 
that these gentlemen saw his lordship, 
and explained to him the kind of horses 
that had been bought. In the Report 
of the Committee would be found a num- 
ber of certificates as to the horses 
acquired. Some were bought at £6 or 
£7 a piece, and sold to the Yeomanry at 
£33. The difficulty of the business was 
that there was no particular place at 
which to buy the horses, and no one really 
in charge. General Truman gave noadvice 
to the Imperial Yeomanry, and Colonel 
St. Quintin did not consult General 
Truman. People were employed who 
ought not to have been employed, and 
horses of a worthless character were sent 
out. When he found that the Govern- 
ment were not sending a Committee to 
inquire on the spot, he, knowing the 
importance of the matter, and _ that 
sometimes the War Office tried to hush 
up matters, sent one of his secretaries 
and Alec. Waugh to see what evidence 
could be obtained. It was through 


the action he had taken the Com- 
mittee had been able to secure 
much of the evidence appearing in 


the Blue-book. Captain Hartigan, who 
would not have been sent for but for 
information, he (the hon. Member) 
communicated, stated that as many as 
00 horses were passed by one veterinary 
surgeon in one day. When the horses 
were sent by rail sometimes as many as 
13 poor animals were packed in a truck 
large enough for only eight. 

In this matter he had simply tried to 
do his duty asa Member of Parliament, 
and to his country, but he had been 
treated as one who made false state- 
ments. Even in the report he was 
scolded for making ‘‘allegations,”’ whereas 
he made no allegations whatever, but 
| merely said that insinuations had been 
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made which should be inquired into. 
The Chairman of the Committee had 
not treated him as he ought to have 
een treated, and, in some respects, he 
felt that he was treated inan offensive way. 
He had made no charges against any- 


body; he simply wished a Committee | 
to investigate the matter, because he | 


considered that such insinuations were 
a gross scandal, against which all English- 
men ought to set their backs. There 
was no doubt that one of the causes of 
the prolongation of the war was the bad 
horses sent out. He trusted all Members 


would carefully read the evidence given | 


before the Committee, and that steps 
would be taken to prevent the recur- 
rence of such things inthe future. There 
ought to be a proper Remount Committee, 
whose duty it would be to know 
approximately how many horses could be 
supplied by different parts of the world, 
and the price at which they could be 
bought. For about £26, plus expenses, 
the Government could get thoroughly 
good horses, well able to do the work for 
which they were required. This inquiry 
had now been gone into, but he would 
really likenow that the War Office should 
have some further evidence which he 


could give them as to the conduct of the | 


officers when they were out in Austria- 
Hungary, and if they would only send a 
couple of gentlemen who could be relied 
upon, he would be willing to send his 
men out with them, to give every infor- 
mation they possibly could. The War 
Office would then see that the things as 


recorded in the Report were not quite | 


correct. 
*(5.48.) Mr. CHARLES HOB- 
HOUSE (Bristol, E.) said that as 


a member of the Committee he 
wished to offer a few remarks. The 
hon. Baronet the Member for Dulwich 
said the Committee had treated him very 
badly. He held no brief for the War 
Office in this matter. and he heard the 
evidence which the hon. Baronet offered 
to produce, and he did not think the Com- 
mittee could be accused in their Report 
of concealing anything. 


* Sir BLUNDELL MAPLE: Hear, 
hear! What I object to is your manner 
of treatment of me. 


{31 January 1902} 
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| * Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 


the gravamen of the charge lay not in that 

| very long extract which had been read but 
in the paragraph on page 9 of the Blue- 

| book, which related to an interview pub- 
lished in the Daily Mail, 


* Sm BLUNDELL MAPLE said he 
‘did not think it was fair to say what was 
there stated against himself and against 


| Hansard. 


Mr. CHARLES 


the words were: 


HOBHOUSE said 


“Tt isa matter of honesty or dishonesty om 
thepart of those selecte:! for purchasing agents, 
If anyone buys an animal for say £50 and sauce 
ceedsin selling it for £190, the world is prepared 
tostand aside and admire the shrewdness of the 
bargain. But it is different when a man 

S 

appointed by the Government to see that each 
animal purchased is sound, deliberately buys @ 
worthless beast and puts the money in his own 
pocket. . 

That was the gravamen of the charge. 
The men employed to purchase these 
animals were Colonel St. Quintin, 
Colonel Maclean, and Captain Webb, and 
no other person besides those three pur- 
chased any horses for the Government, 
Therefore the charge which the hom 
Baronet brought forward must be limited 
to those three people. Colonel St. Quintin 
never went across to Hungary. With 
regard to the two purchasing officers 
who did go, there was no evidence of any¥ 
sort or kind that either of those officers 
accepted any bribe from any person 
named or unnamed. 


*Si BLUNDELL MAPLE said the 
horses were bought for them under & 
contract, and they took horses which 
were inferior animals. On the 6th of 
June last he called attention to the faet 
that the money being spent for the 
purchase of horses was very large. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
the charge was that these officers received 
money in consideration of the purchase 
of horses. Ifso grave a charge as that 

'could not be substantiated then it ought 
ito be withdrawn. 

| 

| *Sm BLUNDELL MAPLE: I never 


made that statement. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE pointed 
out that what the hon. Baronet had read 
C2 
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dat was the statement made by him in| under similar circumstances a profit at 
this House upon which the inquiry was | the same percentage was being made in 
held. What he wished to point out was other transactions. The Imperial Yeo- 
that in the course of this inquiry there! manry Committee was formed in 4g 
was'no charge proved against any officer | great hurry, at a time of national stress, 
in the army or any ex-officer of taking | when there was no agency for recruiting 
money in order to pass bad horses. a large number of men in this country, 
That was one of the points inquired and they had to find remounts. The 
into. Imperial Yeomanry numbered 10.500 
bey men, and the task of buying these 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, remounts was entrusted practically to 
Thanet) asked ifthe hon. Member for Colonel St. Quintin, whose first action 
Bast Bristol attributed to the hon. was to go to the Remount Department, 
Baronet the Member for Dulwich the He went to the Inspector-General of 
paragraphs in the Daily Mail. Remounts, who had been in that Depart- 
: ment for nine years, since 1893. It wag 
-”'*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE saidthe well known to every person who took 
puragraph in the Daily Mai/ was quoted an interest in horses, that Austria- 
ite the hon. Baronet in the course of the Hungary was the place where a good 
‘evidence, and he did not deny the general class of horses were bred, but the 
ifxuth of the statements there made. He Inspector-General of Remounts was abso- 
fully endorsed the opinion of the other lutely ignorant of the conditions under 
members of the Committee that there which horses were bought in that country. 
was not ashadow or scintilla of evidence Hon. Members would also find that the 
which could bring home to any officer only information about Hungarian horses 
‘tthe charge of having taken money. The was according to the report of the 
second part of the inquiry was quite a Committee sixteen years old, but accord- 
different subject, and it clearly showed ing to the amended evidence of General 
that the price paid for the horses was Truman only six years old. By looking 
‘excessive, and the quality of the horses, at page 65 from question 1,624 onwards, 
toisav the least of it. was doubtful. It it would be found what were the dates— 
(ias “also shown that the Remount 1886, and so forth, had been altered to 
“Department was probably understaffed, 1896. The report of the Committee was 
‘and certainly very badly conducted. framed, as regards the Remount Depart- 
aWith regard to the contract made by the ment, on the uncontradicted assumption 
iAmperial Yeomanry Committee, it was that the latest information of that Depart- 
made first at £35 per horse, then was ment was 1886, and they had no intima- 
reduced to £33 16s. 8d.. and without tion at all that the information in the 
thie contractor going out of the room, Remount Department had been carried 
ywsa sold by this contractor to a man up to 1896 as was now set forth in this 
‘called Lewison, at a profit of no less than evidence. He should like to know when 
‘£7.000, and Lewison was in no position to the Inspector-General discovered this new 
purchase horses in Austria at all. ‘This evidence or the new dates which enabled 
weantract was handed over to a man_ him to make these alterations. This was 
named Hauser, who might or might 4 Very Important matter—a very impor. 
not have been a person of substance, tant small question- which ought to be 
ibut who was able to bring to the made perfectly clear to the House. 


tbuyers the number of horses required. \fp, BRODRICK : What is the number 
“According to the evidence this man of the question ? 

twent into the open market and bought, 

therses at a price of from £10 to ¥*\fr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE.- It is 
£15 per horse. Therefore the first page 65, question 1,623 onwards. He 
contractor, Ranucci, made a profit of wished also ¢odraw attention to the ques- 
#£7,000, Lewison £15,000. Hauser of | tion of the military attaché’s information. 
£20,000, and Hartigan £2,300. There The military attaché at Vienna was a 
was altogether a total profit of £44,000 cavalry officer, and he had almost invyar- 
made upon a contract of £111,000. | iably beena cavalry officer. The cayalry of 


$Lhey had no knowledge but that Austria-Hungary was almost the finest, if 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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it was not the finest cavalry in the world. | to was involved in litigation on a matte 
Hungary was admitted to he one of the not unconnected with the subject of the 
greatest horse-breeding centres. It might Report ; and I was advised that it would 
have been thought that one of the duties be improper to publish the testimony 
of the military attaché in that country brought before the Committee, while the 
would have been to make himself per- question was before the Courts, and'I 
fectly acquainted with all the conditions had to wait until the suit was settled. 
under which horses were bred and reared 
and sold for Army purposes. But the *CoLoneL BROOKFIELD said he 
Committee had it in evidence from the accepted the explanation. He knew the 
attaché himself that he had never had circumstances to which the right hon. 
any communication with the Remount Gentleman referred, but still, that did 
Department in England ; that no infor- not alter the necessary inconvenience 
mation had ever been sought for by that which hon. Members had in discussing 
department from him ; and that no duties these matters. From a cursory glance at 
were assigned to him with regard to the the Report he had come to the conclusion 
making of inquiries. There seemed to be that it was one of the most refreshing 
a lamentable want of ordinary intelligence documents which had been issued for’ a 
in carrying out the duties of the Remount long time. It bore sincerity in every 
Department. The head of such a Depart line. It was not unduly severe, but, on 
ment should be an officer of some intel- the contrary, extremely courteous to the 
ligence; and the evidence before the persons implicated; but it also made the 
Committee showed that the present House acquainted, for almost the first 
occupier of the post ought not to be time, with a scandalous state of things 
allowed to continue in his duties. The in one of the Departments of the War 
responsibility for giving an order rested Office. It was refreshing, also, to hear 
with the head of the War Office ; but the the manly and straightforward speech of 
carrying out of the order depended on the hon. Member for East Bristol ; and 
the efficiency of subordinates. It was the the House ought to be grateful to the 
bounden duty of the Minister for War Committee for the careful and admir- 
to dismiss subordinates who did not carry able Report which they had drawn up. 
out his orders properly ; and the evidence The only point on which he could not 
before the Committee showed that the agree with the hon. Member for East 
Remount Department was not efficient Bristol was the way in which he had 
and that the head of it ought to be dis- treated the hon. Baronet the Member 
missed. He might be thought to be for Dulwich. Both the hon. Gentleman 
using strong language ; but as a constant and the hon. Baronet were trying to 
critic of the War Office, he thought it help the country, and it was a pity 
only fair to the Secretary of State for that they should fall out about a mere 
War that he should be served by officers interpretation of a phrase. The hon. 
who were competent for their duties. Baronet had a right to complain. He 
When the Government instituted a Com- had not brought accusations against 
mittee of Inquiry, and certain recommen- British officers, but had simply asked 
dations were made by the Committee,| that certain accusations should be 
the Government by disregarding those | sifted. On page 19, paragraph 54, that 
recommendations were incurring a res- wag very clearly put. The hon. Baronet 
ponsibility which they ought not to was asked if by the speech he made he 
undertake with a due regard to the gid not convey nor intend to convey 
efficiency of the service. ‘any insinuation against any British 
* (6.5.) CoLtoneL BROOKFIELD.) Officer, and his answer was— 
(Sussex, Rye) said it was to be regretted “ That is so—except neglect of duty in refer- 
that this Yeport had been so recently | &¢e to passing inferior animals.” 
“aggre for hon. Members had really had | *Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Look 
0 time to make themselves perfectly |, .3¢6 17. and vou will find: ore 
acquainted with the facts. | Se PARE Ot; Be Ee ee ee ae 
| statement of the hon. Baronet’s position 


Mr. BRODRICK: It would have been | Here set out. 


a difficult thing to publish the Report) *CoLoneL BROOKFIELD said he 
earlier, because one of the officers referred | looked, and he thought every one woul 
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understand what the hon. Member for | by telling us how highly satisfactory the 


Dulwich meant. 
either was to blame in the matter, except 
that neither appeared to understand what 
the other meant. The hon. Baronet had 
indeed charged officers with neglect of 
duty in passing inferior animals; and 
that charge had been proved up to the 
hilt. As to the quality of the horses, 
however, as a matter of fact a worse charac- 
ter had been given to them than was 
deserved. The Hungarian horses were, on 
the whole, the best that were supplied to 
the troops in South Africa. His own 
experience was that they were much 
better [An Hon. Member : * Less bad.”’} 
or less bad, than the horses which came 
from the Argentine. But the House 
did not know what these horses had to 
do. They had demands made upon their 
strength which only the best horses could 
have stood. After landing, they were 
not given proper rest ; they weresent up 
country in crowded open trucks; and 
then they had to take the field on very 
Insufficient rations. One body of horses 
under his command had only 8]b. of 
oats a day, without forage or green 
stuff of any kind; and the sort of 
riding and grooming to which they 
were subjected did not improve them ; 
and then, what was most heart breaking 
vas that at the supreme moment the 
horses were usually completely exhausted. 
With a little care Hungarian horses 
might be made very useful ; hut it would 
be necessary to have officers who knew 
something about the business to purchase 
them. ‘The charges of incompetence had 
been thoroughly proved. He only hoped 
that the same state of things might not 
be discovered in any other department of 
the War Office. Ithad beensaidbeforethat 
it was almost impossible to have anything 
to do with horse selling without some 
rascality being involved. There had 
been a great deal of rascality in this 
business ; but he did not consider that 
any British officer had found 
guilty of anything more than gross 
incompetence. 


” *(6.15.) Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT 


been 


(Monmouthshire, W.): I do not 
think that gross incompetence is 
otherwise than most unfortunate. But 


I want to make a few remarks in 

consequence of the statement of the 

Secretary of State for War. 
Colonel Brookfield. 


He did not think that | 


conduct of the war has been, how splen- 


did has been the progress which has 


| 


been made; and the manner in which 
he established that position was to show 
that in the year just concluded, we are 
spending more money than we have ever 
spent before, and we have more men in 
South Africa than we ever had before, 
Well, if, after all the victories you have 
achieved, after all the enemies that 
you have wiped out, after all the forts 
you have established, you now at this 
period of the war require more men, 
and to spend more money, than you 
did when the 40,000 or 50,000 Boers 
whom you now have prisoners were in 
the field, it does not seem that the 
progress of your arms leads either to 
the diminution of your forces or to the 


reduction of your expenditure, but 
rather the reverse. In the figures 
which the right hon. Gentleman 


gave, he stated that the expenditure 
for the year 1900-01 was £60,000,009. 
Then he estimated that the expenditure 


was to be £56,000,000 in the year 
just concluded. He is now asking 
for £5,000,000 more, which makes 
£61,000,000. And he told us that in 
his estimate of £56,000,000 he took— 
he did not say how many millions— 


for bringing the troops home, with that 
everlasting hope and delusion with which 
the Government never can deceive them- 
selvesand the country, that the war is over. 
And yet, with all that resource to draw 
upon—which he has expended in carrying 
on the war—the expenditure and the num- 
bers of the forces are more than they 
were before. Taking certain forces be- 
sides the men actually under arms, he 
says that he has in South Africa at 
present over 280,000 men. Now that 
seems to me an entirely unsatisfactory 
account of the progress of the war. The 
right hon. Gentleman tells us with in- 
domitable cheerfulness that everything is 
going on for the best ; but I should have 
been much more satisfied that everything 
had been going on for the best if, in the 
third year of the war and after the war 
has been so often at an end, you had been 
in a condition to bring some of the forces 
home and to reduce some of the expendi- 
ture. But your forces are quite as 
numerous and your expenditure is more— 
without counting the expenditure for 


He began | bringing the troops home. I remember, 
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if I am not mistaken, when the right 
hon. Gentleman gave an estimate of what 
he thought were the forces of the enemy 
in the field, some months ago, he told us 
we might estimate them at 10,000 men 
in all, and recommended that people 
should, day by day, count up the number 
of men who are reported to be captured, 
so that, by deducting them from the num- 
bers so stated, they could see what were 
the forces left in the field. I have no 
doubt a good many gentlemen have fol- 
lowed that advice, and have found that 
the whole force of Boers must have been 
swallowed up. 


Mr. BRODRICK : On November 13th 
last I added up the totals in Lord 
Kitchener’s accounts, and estimated that 
there might be 10,000 Boers in the 
field. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: If you 
add up the telegrams received since 
that time, how many men ought there 
to be in the field now? I think the 
Secretary of State for War mentioned 
three places in which there were forces of 
2,000 each. That is 6,000 men, and it 
means that you are leading the country 
to believe that since November you have 
captured or disposed of more than 4,000 
of the enemy. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Certainly not. I 
cannot give the figures without a few 
minutes’ consideration. But we do not 
profess that since November the reduc- 
tion has been more than 600 or 800 a 
month. 


*Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
impression produced on my mind was 
that your progress had been a great deal 
greater than that. 


Mr. 


figures. 


BRODRICK: [j_will get the 
, 


*gim WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do 


not doubt that the right hon. Gentleman | 
| remount contract. 


is right. But that is very slow progress. 
If, after all your victories, after all your 
clearing of the ground, with 250,000 
British troops in the field, and with only 
8,000 men opposed to you, you are not. 
In a position to reduce your forces or to | 


{31 January 1902} 


| the right hon. Gentleman would lead us 


‘hon. Gentleman if 
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to believe. The right hon. Gentleman 
seems to think it is a feather in his cap— 
all the members of the Government have 
different feathers in their caps; and the 
feather in the cap of the right hon, 
Gentleman is to boast that each successive 
year of the war he has had as many or 
more men in the field than in the pre- 
ceding year, and that the expenditure 
which he calls upon the House of Com- 
mons to make is more in the third year 
than in the first year. It seems to me 
that that is a feather which is not 
decorative. I shall believe in the pro- 
gress of the war against this handful 
of men when youare able to show that 
you do not want as many, or more, 
men in successive years, or when your 
expenditure is not as much, or more, 
in the last year as it was in the year 
before; and I should place more confi- 
dence in the predictions of the right 
he did not, in the 
Estimates for each year, ask for sums 
for bringing the troops home. I am 
sure the right hon. Gentleman confi- 
dently believed that the troops were 
coming home, but it seems to me that 
he has little accurate information as to 
the progress of the'war as if he were an 
official in the Remount Department. « I 
have no doubt he tells us what he knows 
and what he is told, but I think we 
might be told a great deal more—I do 
not mean by the right hon. Gentleman, 
but by those who inform him. There 
are very many things, I think, which 
might be revealed which would be as 
useful as the exposure of the breakdown 
of the Remount Department. I was 
very much struck with one phrase in 
the observations of the Secretary of State 
and that was that he expected in the next 
year he would save under the contract for 
food £700,000—that is, by making a new 
contract. Well, what is the old contract ? 


If you can save £700,000 upon a new 


| made before. 


contract for meat alone, it must have 
been the same sort of contract as the 
The new contract, I 
am glad to hear, is going to the colonies, 
and from the colonies apparently you can 
get provisions for £700,000 less than you 
got them for under the contract that was 
I do not know how long 


reduce your expenditure, it shows that | you have been going on with that 
your progress is a great deal slower than | contract. 


i 








79 Supply— Army 
Mr. BRODRICK : Does the right hon. 


Gentleman want an answer to that 
question, or is it only thrown out for the 
purpose of amusing the House ? 


*Si WILLIAM HARCOURT: It is 
the habit in this House, when a Gentle- 
man wants the person in possession of the 
House to give way to him, to address him 
with courtesy. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I made the observ- 
ation in a humorous spirit. It did not 
occur to me that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was in doubt as to the obvious 
difficulties of the old contract. 


made when the country was in a very | 


unsettled condition, and the communica- 
tions being most difficult, it was impossible | 
to get a contract made on the same terms 
as since the communications have been | 
made safe. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do 
not understand. A good deal of the food | 
was to be got from elsewhere, and now it 
is expected to be got from the colonies. 
Therefore, the explanation of the right | 
hon. Gentleman is nothing to the purpose, 
and he need not have interrupted at all, 
because these contracts of which I am 
speaking are contracts for meat from 
abroad. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not wish to 
interrupt the right hon. Gentleman, nor | 


in any wey to be discourteous to him. | 


But it is a question of supplying the | 
troops in South Africa, and the question | 
of carriage and distribution is one of the 
most important elements in the contract. | 


*Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman has given him- 
self away in his own sneech, because he 
said it had been the reduction in the 
price of the meat, and therefore the cost 
of carriage had nothing to do with it. 
Well, I think the right hon. Gentleman 
for his own sake, had better not explain 
any more, for he does not improve 
his case. [Hon. MEMBERS on the 
Ministerial Benches: “ Courtesy.” ] There 
is another subject which has been men- 
tioned by the Leader of the Opposition 
and to which I will briefly refer and 
that is the colonial force in Cape Colony 
of some 18,000 men. I should like to 


know what are the relations, either mili- 


‘ COMMONS} 


It was | 
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tary or civil, between this force and the 
Imperial Gevernment. [ ask this question 
because of the used by Sir 
Gordon Sprigg in that most unfortunate 
speech which has been published in the 
Blue-book, in which he boasts that this 
force is his army, and, as regard that force 
in the Transvaal, he expressly says that 
Lord Kitchener has nothing to say to 
it. Now it seems tome that for the 
conduct of the operations in the Cape 
Colony in which the King’s forces are 
engaged, this would be an extraordinary 
state of things, that this force of from 
18,000 to 20,000 men should not be under 
| the direction of the Commander-in-Chief. 
This is an important thing upon which I 
think the House of Commons should have 
/ some information. Martial law we know 
| exists in Cape Colony, and I was under 
| the impression that this martial law was 
| administered under the authority of Lord 
| Kitchener; but if Lord Kitchener has 
| not authority over this colonial force, are 
‘the officers of that force administering 
|martial law over the civil subjects of 
| the King in Cape Colony ? If that is so, 
I do not wonder at the discontent which 
| the condition of martial law has created 
'in Cape Colony. In an Address recently 
‘delivered by the hon. and gallant 
| Member for Shetfield he spoke of the 
want of tact with which martial law 
was being administered, and which had 
given rise to great dissatisfaction. I 
should like to ask another question of the 
right hon, Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for War. Now, the position which 
| has always been taken up by Parliament 
|is that there shall in every martial court 
be a certain number of commissioned 
officers, and it has been laid down in a 
Memorandum by the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies. 


language 





THe CHAIRMAN: I am afraid the 
right hon. Gentleman is now going rather 
beyond the limits of the Estimate. 


*Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: I think 
Iam, Sir. I will make this the subject of a 
future question. I do not wish to occupy 
the time of the House but, I must say, 
associated as it is with these additional 
demands, I cannot but regard the state- 
ment to-night of the Secretary for War 
as wholly unsatisfactory with reference 
to the conduct of the war. I see no 
evidence of finality. I see nothing but 
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that system—the only one the Govern- 
ment have adopted—of crushing out the 
Boers, in which you are making slow 
progress, and you hold out no prospect 
of rapid completion. I do not admire 
the policy, and I do not think it will 
be rapidly accomplished. The evidence 
which we have in reference to these 
remounts shows us that the miscarriages 
of the War Office have been the main 
cause of the prolongation of the war. The 
mounting of our: troops has been most 
inetlicient. We have thus been placed at 
great disadvantage, and in this way the 
successes of this small Boer force against 
our overwhelming battalions is accounted 
for. I fear it is in the nature of man, 
when mismanagement of this kind has 
been brought to light, to suspect that 
there are other faults behind. On the 
whole, I confess that I have heard the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
without any new light being thrown upon 
the termination of the war, and with as 
little confidence as ever of an_ early 
conclusion. 


(6.31.) Mr. BRODRICK : The right hon. 
Gentleman has asked me various questions, 
and I rise at once to reply to them. Into 
his general remarks upon the progress 
of the war I will not enter, but I must say | 
that, whatever the progress may be, the 
right hon. Gentleman neither, by his 
speech to-night, or in any other speech 
he has delivered, has he done anything to 
contribute towards its conclusion. [Cries 
of “Order, order,” ‘ Hear, hear,” and 
“Oh, oh.”] I am quite ready to give in- 
stances, if it were proper to do so on this 
occasion, and I am prepared to substantiate 
any statement I have made on any plat- 
form or in this House. I do not know, Mr. 
Lowther, whether I shall be in order in 
pursuing the question of the contract for 
meat, upon which the right hon. Gentle- 
man threw so much dust into the eyes of 
the Committee. Before the right hon. | 
Gentleman diverged into general observa- | 
tions, he spoke of the new contract. for 
meat, and my statement that we should | 
save £600,000 or £700,000 if the same_ 
amount were required next year as| 
was consumed last year. I mentioned 
that the contract was made at 14d.| 
per pound cheaper. ! think this will | 
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tion is made for the provision of supplies 
at certain places, and involves all charges 
to the points where the meat is to be 
delivered. It is, therefore, an element in 
the distribution when arrangements can 
be made with more security owing to 
the condition of the country being so 
different to what it was last year. To 
what extent the actual saving is owing 
to the cheaper price of the meat I can- 
not say. That lies with the contractor. 


. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
Who is the contractor? Is it Rhodes ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The contractor has 
made his calculation, and we have a 
sufficient guarantee of his stability. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman asked 
a question as tothe status of the colonial 
troops in Cape Colony which the colonial 
Government have taken over, and there 
should be no misunderstanding about 
this. The position of these troops was 
to a certain extent anomalous in that 
they were paid and commanded by the 
Imperial Government, although by their 
terms of service they could not be used 
outside their-own colony. All that has 
taken place is this. “These troops are 
now taken back by the colony and em- 
ployed in their own districts precisely 
in the manner in which they were re- 
cruited. The work of following the 
Boers from place to place is carried on 
by General French without the assist- 
ance of these local levies beyond those 
districts. This shows the spirit of the 
colonial Government, that they under- 
take a portion of the expenditure, and 
it shows that the progress of repelling 
the invaders has been such that in a 
large number of cases General French 
has been able to rely on the police rather 
than on combined military effort. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Are 
they under the command of Lord 
Kitchener ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener 
can call upon them if he requires them, 
and for all local purposes they are called 
upon to do the work of armed police in 


be easily understood. Those who are} the neighbourhood. Upon the question 
familiar with the circumstances must of martial law I am precluded from 
be aware that a contract of this deserip- | entering by the ruling from the Chair. 
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Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 


I do not know whether that prevents an 
answer to the question whether officers 
of this force assist in the administration 
of martial law. My right hon. friend 
strayed into the general question of 
martial Jaw, which is obviously outside 
the scope of this particular vote ; but as 
we ate entitled to speak of this force 
maintained by Cape Colony, surely we 
are entitled to know if the officers take 
part in the administration of martial law. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I think if I were to 
enter on the subject. I should be on 
dangerous ground, having regard to the 
ruling from the Chair. I should like to 
know precisely what is meant by admini- 
stration of martial law, and I could not 
now answer without going into the 
subject generally. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Will they sit on the Courts? The right 
hon. Gentleman will perhaps give an 
answer later. 


(6.42.) Mr. LABOUCHERE (North- 
ampton), said that whenever the right 
hon. Gentlemen sitting on the opposite 
bench finds himself in a difficulty in 
consequence of observations made on 
this side of the House he immediately says 
that hon. Gentlemen on this side of the 
House had not contributed to the close 
of the war by their speeches They were 
getting tired of this argument. They 
would accept that as the view of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for War, but they would retain 
their own view that it was not the 
speeches made from the Opposition side of 
the House that had contributed to the 
prolongation of the war but it was due 
to the wholly incapable conduct of the 
right hon. Gentleman himself in carrying 
out the war. The Secretary for War 
would, he thought, admit his responsi- 
bility for everything with regard to the 
remounts. A most unfair attack had been 
made uponthe hon. Baronet the Member 
for Dulwich, whose treatment before the 
Committee was not what an eminent 
Conservative Member ought to have 
received. Hethought the hon. Member 


for Dulwich had done good service to the 
country at large by bringing forward this 
subject. and he believed that this view | 
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would be shared by hon. Gentlemen on 
both sides of the House. He thought it 
was most unfair to make the charge 
which had been made against the hon. 
Member for Dulwich. The hon. Gentle- 
man was asked whether he had made 
himself responsible for the observations 
madein an alleged interview. The hon. 
Gentleman declined to accept the respon- 
sibility, and the Committee had accepted 
his word and it was most unfair after 
that for the Committee to attack him in 
this manner. ‘The first duty the right 
hon. Gentleman would have to perform 
would be to see that reforms, with regard 
to remounts were efficiently carried out. 
So far as he could see the right hon. 
Gentleman had formed a Committee of 
yeomanry officers; given them a blank 
cheque; told them to do what they liked 
and washed his hands of the responsi- 
bility of every penny of expenditure 
incurred by this Committee. That was 
not the way to deal with a question of 
this kind. The right hon. Gentleman 
should have put at their disposal all 
the information with regard to the 
purchase of horses in his power, but he 
did not do so. What did the Com- 
mittee do? They had an_ officer 
who had specially devoted himself to 
the question of remounts — Colonel 
St. Quintin. That gentlemen knew 
nothing about Hungarian horses, but 
it was suggested that he ought to 
go to Hungary and purchase horses. 
Colonel St. Quintin apparently went 
to the Inspector-General and asked 
his opinion, but the Inspector-General 
said he knew nothing about the matter. 
He would be glad to know whether any- 
thing had been done, or was going to be 
done with regard to this Inspector- 
General. There had been no statement 
that he was to blame. Did the right 
hon. Gentleman assert that the Inspector- 
General was right in knowing nothing 
with regard to purchasing horses in places 
like Hungary, and that it was not justi- 
fiable to regard him as responsible in this 
matter? What did Colonel St. Quintin 
do? He picked up a man called Mike 
Hartigan, who agreed to introduce him 
to the man Lewison, but Hartigan 
had already agreed with Lewison to 
have 2} per cent. commission on all 
contracts obtained. Colonel St. Quintin 
went to Lewison, Lewison knowing 
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nothing about horses handed the matter 
over to a man named Hauser, who 
was a man evidently without a shilling, 
because Hauser immediately sent to 
Rothschild in Vienna, and obtained a 


loan from him of £75,000. Rothschild | 


knew very well what a good bargain 
Hauser was making, so that at the 
bottom of the whole matter was 
Rothschild himself. He stood in with this 
deal, and between Lewison, Hauser and 
Rothschild the country was done out 
of £10,00 on a sum of £44,000. Was 
that the rate at which we had_ been 
done upon all these contracts? The 
sacrifice was an enormous one, and it 
seemed to him that they ought not to 
vote a shilling of the money until they 
knew a great deal more about these 
contracts. He wished to ask the specific 
question, was it not a fact that a case 
in which we had been swindled in con- 
nection with these remounts had come 
out in Ireland, and was not before the 
Courts ? 


Mr. BRODRICK was understood to 
say that there was a case before the 
Courts in Ireland. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said on strict 
principles the House ought not to vote 
afarthing of the money until they had 
all the reports from the right hon. 
Gentleman. He did not intend to vote 
money, as he had told his con- 
stituents, so long as the Government 
continued to employ the methods they 
were now employing in prosecuting this 
war, and that being so he begged to 
move the reduction of the Vote in regard 
to remounts by the sum of £100. 


{31 January 1902} 
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| because he only assumed the office of 
| Inspector-General shortly before the war 
began, and it was not fair to visit on him 
all the faults which had been discovered in 
the course of the inquiry. The main 
cause of his rising to address the Com- 
| mittee was to say a word with regard to 
the expressions which fell from the hon. 
Member for Dulwich. The hon. Baronet 
expressed himself aggrieved, not only by 
the expressions found in the Report of 
the Committee, but by the tone of the 
Committee > itself towards him. He 
therefore wished to say that if in the 
course of that inquiry, any expression 
had been used by himself or his colleagues, 
which might have been taken to be 
discourteous to the hon. Baronet, no- 
thing had been further from their inten- 
tion. Every hon. Member who had 
listened to this debate would not be 
surprised when he said as Chairman, 
that he found the hon. Baronet a some- 
what copious and impetuous witness. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: He was in 


earnest. 


*Str CHARLES WELBY: The hon. 
Baronet disclaimed having intended to 
make allegations against British officers, 
and the Committee accepted that dis- 
claimer, but when the hon. Baronet 
went on to say that he made no allega- 
tion, then he thought that nobody who 
read the words the hon. Baronet used 
would agree in that view. 

He referred to the words quoted in 
the Paily Mail, a paper with perhaps 
the largest circulation of the day. He 
reeognised that the hon. Baronet did 
not admit the verbal accuracy of that 


|Report, but the fact remained that the 


(6.45). *Str CHARLES WELBY (Not 
tinghamshire, Newark) said that he 
had the honour of presiding over the | 
Committee on Remounts, and _ hon. 
Members would forgive him if he said | 
a few words upon this subject. He | 
did not propose to travel over all the | 
ground which had been traversed in 
this discussion, he would only say with | 
regard to that part of the subject dealt | 
with by his hon. friend the Member | 
for East Bristol that he and the hon. | 
Member for Northampton had _ been | 
hardly fair to the distinguished officer who | 
presided over the Remount Department, | 

( 


jand made no 


hon. Baronet allowed a statement very 
derogatory to the credit of British 
officers, to go forth in this way, 
effort whatever to 
remove the most unfortunate impression 
which was created by it at the time. 
For his part he thought that the action 
of the hon. Baronet, however excellent 
his motive might be, did deserve repro- 
bation and criticism, if the reputation of 
British officers was considered of any 
value to the country and the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: By the War 
Office, perhaps. 
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Caprain NORTON: It was quite|as far as I could gather, he appeared 
justified. to make out that we had already spent 


on the war £147,000,000, and that at the 
*Sir BLUNDELL MAPLE: Might | reduced rate at which we are going on he 
I appeal to the Committee to allow me anticipated the expenditure would be 
to read my own words. They appear on | £54,000,000 a year. That, I think, is a 
page 48 at the bottom of question 1,072. | Very pregnant — and one that we 
““The CHAIRMAN: May we take it that you | should take ~ heart. . ith regard to the 
accept the accuracy of that statement? Sir particular Vote before the Committee, it 1s 
B. Marte: No, I do not accept the verbatim | for £2,000,000 only, but we voted in the 
accuracy. Challenging my memory, I may | original estimates £3,200,000, making in 
have instanced the difference which I wished to ‘all for the one item of the purchased 
convey between a horse-dealer buying a horse ee 
for one price and selling it at another, and the | Teémounts, no less than £5,200,000. — Last 
dishonesty that it would be if anybody passed | year we spent £3,800,000, therefore, the 
aon | — that was bad. | Leader of the Opposition was quite justified 
73. Then you distinctly state that you do | in saying that this was a very serious 
not make any definite charge against the officers |. 9 Taki I HOE 5 ee 
employed ? No, I do not. increase. aking the two sums toget 1eP, 
“1074. In other words, you entirely repudiate | no less than £9,000,000 has been expended 
the version of your interview produced in the jin the two years on remounts. On March 
Daily Mail ?—What I stated just now is exactly ‘of last vear we had a very interesting 
what was my intention to convey—the difference Liste 3 his eh ia acini dal > 
between a horse-dealer buying a horse at one | @¢Pate on this question, and many criti- 
price and selling it at another—as I say here ; | ClSms Were made by hon. Members on both 
‘If anyone buys an animal for, say, 50/. and | sides of the House as to the way in which 
succeeds in selling it for 100/., the world is pre- | the horses had been treated, and the conse- 
pared to stand aside and to admire the shrewd- Petites fe iA teat dibain. onal 
ness of the bargain.’ But as to the words ‘ but | (uent wastage. ypened that debate, anc 
it is different when a man appointed by the | pointed out that if altera voyage of 
Government to see that each animal purchased | 6,000 miles, you immediately put a horse 
is sound, deliberately buys a worthless beast | 9), train, took him up country, and placed 
and puts the money in his own pocket.’ I iin sudo e heavy man and a heavy load 
should contend that now if a man does do such | on edietinscsnl Mea ae eee 
a thing. you did not give the horse the slightest 
‘1075. You do not consider that in making | chance. Instead of such treatment the 
that sti — to the Daily snags tos rages )°u | horse should be put on alterative diet, have 
were making apy suggestion or charge against OES CR: PERE ee 
British officers? Deliberately, I did not. quiet exercise and gentle work, and be 
pointed to an inquiry. My idea was that an brought forward gradually to do the work 
inquiry ought to be held to see what had | for which it is required. In a national 
occurred, This is what my contention was sense, I am sorry to find that these 
from beginning to end. observations have been borne out by 
ec 4 ST PS WET PV cot] hicet., the evidence of General Truman himself. 
‘Sir CHARLES WELBY said his point “Sian rage agp ~ , 
At question 598, in General Truman’s 
was that the words already quoted had”. ih anf 
; 7 evidence, these observations will be 
been allowed to go forth to the world 
: the -e,+ | found :— 
without any contradiction or qualification 
whatever. In the mind of any person : By 
having k sledge of the s ae ew whole these horses that were shipped from 
having no Knowledge of the subject they | Hungary had a fair chance when they arrived 
constituted a direct charge against the | in South Africa ?—No. 
honour and integrity of British officers, | | ‘‘ Did they have a fair chance of recovering 
and it was most unfortunate that such | from the effects of the voyage, and doing justice 
rords should have been allowed to remain | to themselves for what they were worth? No. 
words should have been allowed to remain | Th some instances, because they arrived, look- 
on record without qualification. His | ing well, they were taken out of the steamers, 
immediate object in rising, however, was | put in the train, and sent up country at once. 
to express his regret if anything that was | No horse could stand that... ‘1 consider 
said or done at the Committee caused 
pain to the hon. Member for Dulwich. 


‘*CHAIRMAN : Do you consider that on the 


| their failure was entirely owing to the way in 
which they had been treated.’ ” 

| Then my hon. friend, the Member for East 
* (7.2.) Sm ARTHUR HAYTER | Bristol, who made such an excellent 
(Walsall): I have no intention of | speech to-night, put the question : 
following the right hon. Gentleman, “The Hungarian horses would have as good 


into the larger question with which | a chance as horses brought from anywhere 
. im ; |else? Yes. 

his Opening remarks were concerned >| ‘If there was ill-treatment, it was the same 

I will merely say, in passing, that | all round? Yes.” 











89 


Tha 
in t 
the 
the 
kn 
tak 
the 
also 
tha 
cap 
by « 
are 
hor 
hal 
acc 
tot 
Ay 
the 
wh 
to s 
squ 
to « 
for 
the 
Is] 
giv 
squ 
reg 
cha 
me 
Col 
the 
3rd 
rat 
hor 
aut 
a | 
per 
the 
Off 
wh 





mor 
whe 
Att 
assi 
Th 

iad 
wh: 
Wa 
tha 
Im 
the: 
pric 
tair 
wer 
nA 
sho 
eve 
tre: 





88 


pared 
spent 
t the 
om he 
l be 
,is a 
it we 
0 the 
, it is 
n the 
ng in 
nased 
Last 
», the 
tified 
rious 
ther, 
nded 
larch 
sting 
criti- 
both 
which 
‘ONSe- 
>, and 
ve of 
horse 
laced 
load, 
rhtest 
t the 
have 
id be 
work 
rional 
these 
it by 
mself, 
man’s 
1 be 


ym. the 
from 
rrived 


vering 
justice 
? No. 
, look- 
amers, 
, once. 
nsider 
yay in 


r East 
ellent 


s good 
‘where 


e same 











89 Supply—Army {31 January 1902} (Supplementary) Estimates. 90° 


That is to say, all the horses were treated| Then there comes the larger question. 
inthis way. Then my right hon. friend| How is it that the Remount Depart- 
the Leader of the Opposition, spoke about | ment, as a department of the War 
the Cape horses. I want very much to| Office, did not supply itself with in- 
know whether the Government have | formation in peace time? I find in the 
taken measures to buy up all the horses evidence of General Truman _ these 
they can obtain in the Cape itself; and, | passages :— 
also, what has become of all the horses “ie i 
that we have taken when we have. e may take it thatneither after the war 
é 7 ; | had begun, nor in recent years in peace time, 
captured Boers? Are those horses used | have any steps been taken to ascertain what 
by our troops? If not, why not? There the possibilities of obtaining a supply from 
are obvious advantages in using Cape Hungary were, and what would be the best 
cus Tee aré aeslimativnl in the | 2 of setting to work to obtain that supply ? 
noon ty ned Pde sneer Up to the time war was declared, I considered 
habit of foraging for themselves, not our colonies and the United States, Arerica, 
accustomed to warm stables, hardened | would furnish all demands, and that for many 


to the veldt, and used to heavy weights. "@sons it would be preferable to buy in our 
ae 1 ee ras tmade by | °7™, Pomemmion®- I could give you the exact 
A very good suggestion was made by | dates of all the purchases. 


the hon. Member for North Ayrshire, “For instance, you had never asked the 
whoasked whetherit would not be possible | Military Attache at Vienna to report to you 
to send with every column, a number of po Tagua or periodically, as the best means of 
squadron carts, drawn by four horses, | a 
to carry kits, forage, and other baggage ‘‘ Do you not consider that it is a necessary 
for the men. That would greatly relieve Patt of the Remount Department’s work to be 
the extraordinary weight on the horses. ———. a ee 
J 5 supply, and be examining them ? 
I should be glad if the noble Lord could) « Yes.” 
give us some account of whether these 
squadron carts have been used. With 
regard to this report on Horse Pur- 
chase in Austria-Hungary, what strikes 
me is the absolute neglect with which 
Colonel! Wardrop was treated throughout 
these proceedings. He commanded the | 
3rd Dragoon Guards, I believe; at any 
rate. he has been long accustomed to 
horses, and he is one of the _ best 
authorities we could have; he had been | 
a long while in the country, and was 
perfectly competent to give advice to 
the Yeomanry Committee or to the War 
Office. He was asked a question as to 
what he did. He says: 


Ithink we shall all agree that that very 
important duty has been neglected, and 
that the information which the Remount 
Department had about horses in Austro- 
Hungary, if it was worth anything, was 
certainly obsolete, and ought to have 
been kept up to date by the ofticers of 
the Department. The Committee ought 
not to be satisfied until the right hon. 
Gentleman gives us an assurance that 
he will make it one of his first duties 
to impress upon the Remount Depart- 
ment the necessity of keeping themselves 
well posted up in these matters. It is 
clear from the following passage from 
Colonel Wardrop’s evidence that the 
French Goyernment do this: 


“T think they might have worked agood deal 
more through the Military Attaché, because 
when the commission came over the Military | 
Attaché could have given them a great deal of | 
assistance and information. 


“You had no instructions as Military 
Attaché to make any report, or any inquiry, 
into the sources otf horse supply in Austro- 
Then he goes on to say: Hungary and those other countries to which 
i | you were accredited ? 

‘** No, no special instructions. 

‘* Have you, asa matter of fact, got at the 
Embassy, or at your quarters, any information 


“T have not been consulted in any respect 
whatever, either by the yeomanry or by the 
War Office authorities. I certainly thought 
that if our authorities wanted any information, | -ooistered upon these points ? 
I might have been asked as to the purchase of | “Soy, 
these horses, and consulted with regard to the | — « Then I 
price to be paid, the class of horse to be ob- ulin, whisk te the cadee- of a Males 
21 © 2 y © 7 aS Reser ° ’ . . . . 
ving at the price, and who the best agents ‘dealing country, a French officer, with a 
— | secretary and a veterinary surgeon, maintained 
I think that is sufficient evidence to! by the French Government from year to year ? 

+ : ‘ rg 
show at General Wardrop, at all | Js that so: : 
yet le | ; * | iI | J] caanot tell you. I have heard it, but I 

a ~ ra o re rerw a y “, 
events, thinks ne was very badly | cannot speak to it, because I have not been 
treated in this matter. down there.” 


understand that there is at 
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I sincerely hope that we, who are ex-) hon. Baronet in saying that, said more 
tremely likely to be calling for horses | than he meant, and afterwards, when he 


in Hungary, will, before long, know all 


about the supplies to be obtained. This | 


vote appears to contain also a sum for 
provisions, and on that I have a word 


or two to say. 


Toe CHAIRMAN: A reduction has 


been moved which limits the discussion 
to the first item. 


*Sir ARTHUR HAYTER: Very well, 


Sir; I will defer my further observations. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRE- 
TARY to THE WAR OFFICE (Lord 
STaNnLEy, Lancashire, Westhoughton): 
I do not wish to enter into any re- 
criminations with the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Dulwich, but he has men 
tioned that when he asked me to come 
down to Newmarket to see some Hun- 
garian gentlemen who were staying 
with him, I did not go—he supposed 
because of business. 


*Sm BLUNDELL MAPLE: 
noble Lord was not present at the 
time I made the statement. What I 
said was that he intended to come, 
but found himself unable to do so. 


(7.13.) 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Baronet 
may be sure that that was the case; 
it would require business of an im- 
portant character to keep me when he 
had asked me down to Newmarket in 
the middle of a race week. But I 
want to bring the Committee back, 
if I may, to what exactly happened 


The | 


when the hon. Baronet made his 
speech. He got up and made what) 


are now spoken of as “allegations.” 
The next hon. Gentleman was the hon. 
Member for Pembroke, who attacked my 
right hon. friend in a bitter way for not 
having got up and answered at once the 
charge of the hon. Baronet. Whatever 
the hon. baronet may have meant to 
say, any hon. Member who was in the 
House at that time I think will agree 
with me that the House itself felt that 
there had been allegations made against 
the officers who were purchasing the 
horses. That was the impression cyn- 
veyed to the House and to the country 
outside. 

Sir Arthur Hayter. 


i 


| was brought before the Committee, he 
entirely repudiated any such intention 
on his part. To be perfectly frank, if 
there is one thing satisfactory in this 
report it is that, on the authority of the 
hon. Baronet who made the accusation 
‘it is agreed that there is not one word of 
foundation for any allegation of corrup- 
tion which can be brought against a 
British officer. With regard to the 
transaction mentioned in the Committee’s 
teport, let us be perfectly fair before we 
make accusations against individuals, 
For the actual transactions mentioned 
which are held up for opprobrium in 
the House, and in the Committee’s 
Report the responsibility must rest, of 
course, with those who are in the War 
Office. I know that my right hon. 
friend the Secretary for War will be the 
last person to shirk any responsibility in 
this matter, but I do think that it is a 
little hard that the Inspector-General of 
Remounts should be so violently attacked 
when, as a matter of fact, except for his 
want of knowledge of the resouress 
which I will deal with presently, the 
whole of the transactions which are 
really complained of, «nd with which the 
Committee had found fault, were not done 
by this officer at all, but by a Yeomanry 
Committee quite separate from the War 
Office. We do not shirk the responai- 
bility, but at the same time the fact 
remains that inthe beginning of 1909, 
when the Yeomanry came into existence, 
we were very much pressed in many ways, 
and at thatmoment the War Office officials 
and the remount officials were drawing 
as many horses as they could from their 
usual resources, which up to that time 
had been looked upon as quite ade- 
quate, and which almost any human 
being would have looked upon as_per- 
fectly able to supply any probable or 
possible want of our army. I may say 
that we were looking to supplies from 
the United States, Canada, Australia, 
and even to the Cape itself. Therefore; 
when another 10,000 men had to be 
mounted we naturally wished that the 
Yeomanry Committee should not enter 
into competition with any of those 
gentlemen who had been sent out to buy 


I am glad to think that the) horses for the War Office. 
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Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: The 
noble Lord says they were looking to the 
United States, Canada, and soforth. But 

may | draw his attention to question 1,628 
bythe Departmental C ommitteeaddressed 
to General Truman, which is absolutely 
germane. The question is— 

“We may take it that neither after the war 
had begun nor in recent years in peace time 
have any steps been taken to ascertain what 
the possibilities of obtaining a supply from 
Hungary were and what would be the best 
means of setting to work to obtain that 
supply?’ 

The answer, as printed here, is— 

“Up to the time war was declared I con- 
sidered our colonies and the U.S.A. would 
furnish all demands, and that for many reasons 
it would be preferable to buy in our own 
possessions. ” 

That was not the answer given to us. 
It was— 

“No. I could give you the exact dates of all 

the purchases.” 
That has been interpolated since. [Cries 
of “Oh.”] 1 am prepared with the 
copy of the evidence supplied to me on 
this. 


Lorp STANLEY: That, of course, is 
an entirely new point tome. Naturally 
I did not have anything to do with the 
publication. In point of fact I never 
read the actual evidence until it was 
printed. I understood, as a matter of 
fact, that the War Office were buying all 
our horses practically in Canada, 
America, and Australia, and I under- 
stood that they had not up till then, to 


any great extent at all events, tapped 
Hungarian sources. Therefore, when 


this question of purchasing remounts for 
the mounting of the Yeomanry arose, 
Hungary was looked upon as the right 
place to go for these horses. The War 
Office is generally told that if they 
would only give things te private 
individuals ‘they could do things very 
much better than the War Office. In 
this case it was given to private indi- 
viduals. The members of that Committee 
consisted of those who, after all, would 
command the respect of all those 
interested in horse breeding or horse 
buying. ‘The result, I am sorry to 
say, has proved that this course has 


not been an entire success. [Op- 
position laughter]. I am, perhaps, 
putting it rather mildly. The 
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right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Forest of Dean has given me 


credit for being perfectly frank in my 
answers before the Committee. I am 
perfectly ready to be frank, and I cannot 
see anything to be gained by not being 
frank, and T confess that I am astonished, 
and [ cannot think it is right that the 
Inspector-General of Remounts should 
not know, as far as lay in his power, the 
best places and the best way of purchas- 
ing horses in any part of the world. 
But, at the same time, if any one of us 
had been put in his place, I do not think 
that at the beginning of the war they 
would have taken it into consideration 
that the resources of our colonics or of 
America would not suffice to meet all our 
wants for the war. It was not so, and 
the fact remains that it is a pity he did 
not know about the purchase of horses in 
Hungary. Inquiries have recently been 
made on this subject as to the best way 
of obtaining horses in ary future emer- 
gency, and however damaging the report 
may be against those in authority, the 
inquiry will not have been altogether lost 
if, in the future, it produces good results, 
At all events, the Government should 
have credit for this. The Secretary of 
State never made the slightest attempt 
at concealment. This Report need never 
have been produced unless he had wished ; 
but he did wish it ; and he does not mind 
the disclosures that came out being made, 
because he is determined, as far as lies 
in his power, to remedy the abuses that 
have occurred, and to try to make pro- 
visions for the future. I believe that the 
proposals the War Office will be able to 
make will for ever do away with any 
breakdown, so far as the knowledge in 
our own country as well as abroad goes, 
of the best places to obtain remounts. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Walsall asked me about squadron carts 
to relieve the horses of kits, forage, and 
baggage, and I believe they have been 
tried. The horses have been relieved 
of as much baggage as possible, and 
I believe, as a matter of fact, that 
this arrangement has succeeded very well. 
The right hon. Gentleman also says that he 
gets very bad reports as to the condition of 
the horses shipped from Hungary, and he 
asserts that this is entirely due to the 
way they had been treated, at the same 
time one cannot help noticing from the 
accounts Lord Kitchener had sent home 
of late of captures that have been made, 
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especially in General Bruce Hamilton’s 
force, show that at all events our horses 
are perfectly capable of making extraord- 
inary exertion. To do this, you must 
undoubtedly make arrangements by which 
the horses shall, on landing, be given 
proper time to recuperate from the effect 
of the voyage. After all, this isthe most 
important thing that can be done. We 
hear a good deal of talk about English 
horses being better than foreign horses, 
but I do not think that hon. Members 
quite know all the real facts of the case. 
I have it on good authority that out of 
the best omnibus horses which were sent 
out to South Africa from this country, 
and which were so highly praised, some 
90 per cent. of the total were Canadian 
horses. The real secret of good remounts 
is condition. You must have horses in 
the best possible condition, and to 
do this you must give them a reason- 
able time to get over the effects 
of the voyage. In the past I admit 
that this was not always done, but 
there are circumstances in war over 
which no War Office at home, no House 
of Commons, and practically hardly the 
Commander-in-Chief have any control. 
There are moments when you must use 
the horses, even if it is one for one dash, 
and the horses die after it, for it may 
have been something that was worth this 
risk. Therefore you cannot bind your- 
self down to give all horses complete 
rest. The Government are sending out 
horses so far in advance of the actual 
requirements, that the animals are able 
to get a month’s rest before they go into 
the field. A general officer has been 
lately sent out to take command of this 
department alone, and to see that no 
horse is sent up country which is not 
thoroughly fit for the purpose. I hope 
that by this means the waste of horses 
will be greatly diminished. The Govern- 
ment are still finding an enormous 
number of horses, as they have done in 


the past. They are keeping up the. 
supply. We told Lord Kitchener what | 


we proposed to send up to the end of 
March, and we asked him whether that 
was sufficient to furnish him with all 
the supplies he wanted, and, at the same 
time, to rest the horses. We were told that 
it was amply sufficient. More than that, 
I think, we cannot do, and I can assure 
the Committee that, while the Govern- 
Lord Stanley. 
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| ment are doing their best at the present 
|time to get the best horses to South 
| Africa, the fact that the remount system 
will want entire reorganisation, has not 
been lost sight of, and it is one of the 
things which my right hon. friend has 
promised at the earliest possible moment 
to put into execution. 


(7.30.) Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford): Were it not for the fact 
that we are engaged in this war, I own 
that I think in the face of the facts 
that are disclosed in the Report of this 
Committee, there would be a great deal 
to be said for the proposal of the hon, 
Member for Northampton, with whom, 
I find myself on this rare occasion, so 
far agreed. There is a good deal to 
be said for the proposition that we 
should refuse to vote this Supply with- 
out a good deal more inquiry, but as 
we are actually engaged in this war, 
I for one would most certainly not take 
the responsibility of voting against it. 
I hope the Committee will allow me to 
say a very few words on this question 
of buying remounts. Like my hon. and 
gallant friend, the Member for Rye, I 
think it is singulariy unfortunate that 
this Report, which is dated August 9th, 
1901, was not circulated until a few 
hours before this debate. My right 
hon. friend has explained the reason, 
and I quite admit the force of it, but 
so seriously do | consider the facts dis- 
closed in this Report, that I should have 
said that, unless it be that the money is 
urgently required, this debate might 
have been postponed, with advantage, 
for a day or two longer. I join also in 
the regret, which has been so widely 
expressed, at the censure passed on the 
hon. Baronet the Member for Dulwich 
in the Report of this Committee. These 
/censures have, to a certain extent, been 
| supported by my hon. friend the Chair- 
man of the Committee since the debate 
| began, and also by the noble Lord the 


| Financial Secretary of the War Office, 
| who referred to the debate in this House 
| which occurred last year, as a justifica- 
ition of the attitude of the Committee 
‘to that debate, and the impression 
which it made on the House generally. 
Iam sorry to say that I was not present 
/on that occasion, and I cannot form 
any opinion as to the correctness of. 


| 








‘97 


the 
gol 
as 
mo 
det 
ask 
rea 
The 
sen 
the 
bec: 
the: 
cha 
are 
and 
the 


L 
give 
belo 
the 
Dul 
of f 
the : 
the . 


*S1 
ing t 
‘trans 
I wi: 
insin 
by m 


ME 
the n 
Com1 
to th 
listen 
evide: 
Engli 
aside 1 
It y 
with 
find 1 
evider 
I unde 
any ins 

have 
“ Th 

n the 
wind] 
“Tal 
applies 
not Say 
“ Th 
princip 
The 
* As) 


you hav 
that th 


96 


ent 
uth 
bem. 
not 
the 
has 
ent 


‘ire, 
fact 
wn 
acts 
this 
deal 
hon, 
om, 
, 80 
| to 
we 
vith- 
t as 
war, 
take 
‘rae 
ie to 
stion 
and 
ve, I 
that 
9th, 
few 
right 
Son, 
but 
; dis- 
have 
ey is 
right 
tage, 
so in 
‘idely 
1 the 
lwich 
These 
been 
Yhair- 
ebate 
d the 
)ffice, 
Jouse 
tifica- 
nittee 
ession 
rally. 
resent 
form 


ass of. 





‘97 Supply—Army 


the impression, but what is the use of 
going back to the impression made in 
a speech last year, when we have the 
most conclusive statement made in evi- 
dence by the hon. Baronet himself. I 
ask the House to pardon me while I 
read two or three of the things he said. 
The members of tlie Committee were pre- 
sent in the House of Commons during 
the debate, but not as a Committee, 
because the Committee had not even 
then been appointed. On what is the 
charge founded as far as the Committee 
are concerned? Why, on a paragraph, 
and nothing else than a paragraph, in 
the Daily Mail. 


LorD STANLEY : This Committee was 
given because an hon. Member, sitting 
below the gangway on that side, and 
the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Dulwich had made a direct accusation 
of fraud against our officers. That was 
the impression given to the House when 
the hon. Baronet spoke. 


*Sir_ BLUNDELL MAPLE: Accord- 
ing to the report in Hansard which was 
transmitted to the Committee, I said that 
I wished an inquiry to be held because 
insinuations had been made, though not 
by myself, against certain officers. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I will not enter into 
the motive or the reason for which the 
Committee was appointed, but in justice 
to the hon. Baronet I ask the House to 
listen to the words which he gave in 
evidence himself. If I understand the 
English language they absolutely put 
aside the idea that he was making charges. 
If you turn to question 55, dealing 
with the Imperial Yeomanry you will 
find the following in the hon. Baronet’s 
evidence— 

“, . « Dealing with the Imperial Yeomanry, 
T understand that youdid not intend to convey 
any insinuations against Colonel St. Quintin ?— 
I have never heard a word against him. 

“Then there are questions about the phrases 

n the speech ‘ certain officers mixed up in the 
windle’ and ‘ the spoil divided.’ 

“Take the phrase ‘ the spoil divided’ ?—That 
applies to the people who bought ; that does 
not say ‘ officers’ there. 

“The spoil divided’ would not refer to the 
principal officers or their staffs ?—No, not at all.” 

Then he is asked question 69— 


“ As regards these British officers referred to, if 
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Then question 70: 

And perhaps even incompetent? —I have 
nothing else. 

What can be plainer than that? He 
disclaims all intention of making 
charges against British officers. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Will 
you read queation 71 ? 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I did not see this— 


‘When you used the words ‘certain officers 
in His Majesty’s Service were mixed up in 
the swindle’ you would rather substitute the 
words ‘certain employés.? You use a very 
definite phrase, and you say ‘ Certain officer 
in His Majesty’s Service were mixed up in the 


swindle ’?—Yes.” 

I do not think that bears on the point» 
but I had not seen the paragraph. It is 
no contradiction of the clear, plain, and 
emphatic statement that he had no 
desire to convey insinuations against the 
principal officers or their staffs. 


Sm BLUNDELL MAPLE asked ‘the 


right hon. Gentleman to read question 73. 


Mr. CHAPLIN read the question and 
answer as follows— 

When you said that insinuations were made, 
you have no personal knowledge of any wrong 
doing at all ?—I said ‘‘ insinuations.” 

I must say I think,if I had been a 
member of the Committee, that with 
these distinct repudiations of any desire 
to make any reflection on British officers, 
I should have thought myself wrong in 
using any expression which implied, 
censure upon them. ) 


*Sir CHARLES WELBY:- May I 
point out that the Committee distinctly 
state in their Report that. the hon. Mem- 
ber in his evidence repudiated the allega- 
tions which he had publicly made in 
some places. Their criticisms referred’ 
to the fact that these accusations had 
been made in public, and not been with- 
drawn. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: What the Committee 
stated in their Report was this — 


While fully accepting Sir Blundell Maple’s ex- 
planation, and recognising that he was actuated 
by a desire to serve the public interest, we feel 
bound to express cur, deep regret shat cn.such 
gréunds he snoulil iAve sommityed himiel? to 
public statements ‘whicr, whatever their inten-' 
tion, were universally understood to be direct 





you have any charge to make against them it is 
that they were neglectful ?—Yes.” 


attacks on che nepovr .anc iavegrity of, British 
omeers: >? .° | * 


D 
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I think hon. Members are in a perfect | long distance over sea, and to move them 
position to judge whether my hon. friend ‘immediately up to the front to be put 


is to blame or not, and I venture with | 


great respect to take upon myself to say, 
without differing 


the other hand, the House of Commons 
and the country are indebted to my 
hon. friend for the action he has taken 


in endeavouring to expose what he| 
_thing on the subject of horses. 


believed to be at the time and what 
the Report must believe now, that they 
have. the Report before them to be a 
great public scandal to which it was 
most desirable that public attention 
should be directed. Whatever may be 
the precise merits of this evidence as to 
the throwing of blame or not on British 
officers, I think the Committee must by 
this time have come to the opinion that 
we have heard quite enough on the 
subject to show that the present state of 
things is unsatisfactory in the extreme. 
What hon. Members, I think, want to 
know more than anything else is what 
the Government are doing or intend 
to’ do, to prevent anything of this sort 
happening in future. The present 
arrangements are clearly most unsatis- 
factory. The consumption of horses in 
this war has been something positively 
enormous and yet with all that the 
results are so unsatisfactory that even 
the. Government could not deny the 
truth of the statement made by the 
hon. Baronet at the very commence- 
mint, of this debate that the general 
complaint was that still the Boers had 
the legs of us, and that the condition 
of. our herses in South Africa was 
infinitely worse than theirs. I venture 
to.think that this is owing partly to two 
things. It is partly the fault of the 
pur¢hases which are made. I am told, 
and I believe it to be true. that a great 
many of them are bought to begin 
with in intolerably bad condition. They 
are horses which should never have been 
purchased for the war or for immediate 
service in the war. The other fact is 
one to which my noble friend directed 
attention, and | agree with him. It 
is because the horses are often in 
bad condition. | admit all the 
diffientties which have to be _2or 
tended with. I congider’ it’ is’“Fitile 
short of lunacy in time of war to buy 


Lorses in- bed‘ condition, toe: serid theni a 


Mr. Chapin. 


entirely with the | 


Committee’s verdict, that ! think, on | 
'the whole stud would be broken up. [ 


into service. It would be just as wise 
for me to take my hunters out of the 
loose box into the field. How long would 
they last? They would last a week, and 


have made these few observations, not 
because I have knowledge of military 
matters, but because I do know some- 
I have 
felt for a very long time as regards the 
Army remount system that matters 


/ were ina very unsatisfactory condition, 


I have only had time to glance through 


the Report this morning, but I confess it 


displays a state of aflairs in the past 
which I trust is not going on at the 
present moment. 


(7.47.) CapTaAIN NORTON (Newington, 
W.): Being one of those who have taken 
considerable interest in this subject I 
wish to address the Committee for a few 
minutes. The right hon. Gentleman, the 
Secretary of State for War. began his 
speech by claiming considerable success 
for the action of the War Office. But 
my belief is that far from having con- 
ducted this campaign successfully, they 
have conducted it in the most wasteful 
manner, and that the country is begin- 
ning to feel that we have not had value 
for our money. The country wants to 
know how the War Office has carried on 
its work as the head of the Army, 
responsible for everything that has been 
done. It is no small matter that, accord- 
ing to the calculations of my hon. friend 
—and I think he is not much in error— 
the country has lost £8,000,000, by 
the incompetence or mismanagement of 
the War Office, or those whom they em- 
ploy. So far as we are able to judge, no 
person employed by the War Office knew 
his business thoroughly, or carried it out 
as it ought to have been. Thatis a very 
bold and sweeping statement, but every 
word of it can be justified from this 
report. Much has been said against the 
hon. Member for Dulwich because he 
had the courage to bring this matter 
before the country. That hon. Gentle- 
man fulfilled a great public duty and 


saved the country the expenditure of 


vast sums of money. It is said that the 
hon. Member for Dulwich had made 
statements against the honour of British 
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He did nothing of the kind 


officers. 


I cannot agree with the Report that) 


there was no suggestion or ground for 
serious criticism of the conduct of the 
officers of the Remount Department in 
Austria-Hungary. As to Captain Harti- 
gan he had been in the Army asa British 
officer, was employed by the Government 
and is even now in the pay of the Govern- 
ment; and yet it is proved that he 
received a commission on the price of 
horses passed by him amounting to 
£3,000 from the horse dealer who 
had made a clean sweep of £4,000 
profit on one contract alone If 
that was not some justification for 
the hon. Member for Dulwich being 
disposed to think that there were grounds 
for the allegations made against this 
British officer, I cannot see what could 
be deseribed as justification. It has 
been my misfortune to read many Blue- 
books, but [ confess that this Report is 
the most amusing Blue-book I ever met 
with in my life. It is a pity that the 
hon. and learned Member for NorthLouth 
is not here to deal with it. A screaming 
farce could be written under the title 
of ‘‘ How the Remounts were purchased 
from the British Government.”’ One 
fellow meets a fellow who introduces 
him t» another fellow, who goes to yet 
another fellow who purchases horses 
for the Government. We have three 
separate jobs. Colonel St. Quintin makes 
the acquaintance of Captain Hartigan ; 
Captain Hartigan introduces him to 
Mr. Lewison, who gets the contract and 
hands it on to a certain horse-dealer in 
Vienna named Hauser. 
it all is that, through the mismanage- 


ment of the War Office, the British public | 


suffer to the extent of eight millions of 
money. 

I come now to the way in which 
this business was done. We have in 
Vienna a British Military Attaché, Col. 
Wardrope, for Austria-Hungary and also 
for certain of the Balkan States. The 
Colonel is there to give the War Office 
every information with reference to every 
military matter going on in _ these 
countries. It seems to me that the first 
thing any sensible person in the War 
Office would do, when the latter had 
any intention of buying horses 


The result of | 


in| enormous balance of profit. 
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| no knowledge of these gentlemen spoken 
of in this Report, with the exception of 
Colonel Maclean, who is well known to 
be a first class judge of horses. Colonel 
St. Quintin telegraphed to the military 
attaché in Vienna, but he did not put 
his name to the telegram. The military 
attaché wired to the War Office but 
got no answer, although a despatch 
might have been sent by telegraph in 
an hour. Colonel St. Quintin eventually 
arranged for Colonel Maclean to go out 
and buy horses in Hungary. But 
Colonel Maclean had no knowledge of 
either German or Hungarian. To my 
personal knowledge, there are many 
officers in the British army who com- 
bine a thorough knowledge of German 
with a first class judgement of horses. 
Colonel Maclean went to Vienna, and 
saw the military attaché, but asked for 
nothing further than a recommendation 
to a first class lodging and the engage- 
ment of a good interpreter. I know 
something of interpreters, and that an 
interpreter engaged under these cireum- 
stances becomes the master instead of 
the servant of his employer. In con- 
nection with these contracts the Report 
says that Colonel St. Quintin had no 
knowledge of the market price of Hun- 
garian cobs, and he had no one to 
advise him; yet he began buying 
cobs right and left. I would point out 
to the Committee that there is a vast 
difference in Hungary between buying 
a ‘ull-sized horse and a small horse. 
I know that country very well, and 
the best horses are the small ones. 
As for resisting powers, it is well known 
| that they are the hardiest horses in the 
world; there is no question about that. 
It has been said that some of these 
horses have broken down; but they 
broke down under conditions in which 
‘any horse would’ have broken down. 


|The Colonel entered into a contract 


with Leweson to buy horses f.ob. 
at £33 16s. 8d.; and from the centre 
;of the Hungarian horse district to 
| Fiume, the cost of transport is £2 per 
| head. Later on we are informed that 
Hauser, a horse-dealer, took up the 
|contracts from Lewison at £22 per 
| head, thus leaving Lewison with an 
I may 





Hungary, would be to put himself in | mention that the horse trade of Hungary 
communication with that officer. Ihad|is solely in the hands of Jews and 
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Gypsies. Lewison got an enormous 
profit it fis true, but that was quite 
legitimate for him—he was a_horse- 
dealer! If he could get a representative 
of the War Office sufficiently childish 
to order 1,500 or 3,000 cobs at 
£33 16s. 8d. which he could buy for 
£10, and convey to the port of em- 
barkation for £2 or £3 more. Mr. 
Lewison was the last person to be 
blamed. Again, I notice in the Report 
a statement as to the difficulty of 
getting the horses purchased for the 
Mounted Infantry down to the port; 
but was the British Military Attaché 
at Vienna ever asked as to the possi- 
bility of shipping the horses direct from 
Galatz, and whether we could not have 
drawn on Roumania, Bessarabia, and 
Southern Russia for a supply of horses ? 
I admit that horses bred in these 
countries are somewhat small, but they 
are just the horses we want in South 
Africa. All this goes to show gross 
incompetency on the part of the War 
Office. I would like to know whether 
Colonel Douglas Willan, who has been 
engaged lately in this work of horse- 
buying in Austria-Hungary, has any 
knowledge of German or Hungarian, 
even if he be a good judge of horses. 
What use had the War Office made of 
that Officer? He should be glad to 
have answers to all those questions, 
including the question as to why 300 
horses had been passed after an inspection 
extending over only a few hours. Many 
hon. Members had seen horses ‘‘ vetted,” 
but he defied the most clever “vet” in 
the world to examine horses and be 
satisfied that they were thoroughly sound, 
after an inspection at the rate of about 
300 horses in four hours. What was 
the excuse put forward for that strange 
proceeding? It was that certain ships 
had to be dispatched rapidly, but surely 
it was of greater importance that the 
cargo should be what was required, than 
that the ships should be dispatched a day 
or two earlier. No doubt Colonel 
Willans acted in good faith, but he 
asked the Committee whether he had 
acted in good judgment in placing a 
certain amount of rubbish on board a 
ship in order to save a little delay. The 
explanation as to why the military 
attaché was not communicated with, was 
that owing to an oversight the attempt 


Captain Norton. 
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proved abortive, and presumably from 
want of time no further attempt was 
made to communicate with him. Then 
as to the head of the Remount Depart- 
ment, against whom certain allegations 
had been made, the examination of that 
officer himself as contained in the Blue- 
book showed that he was not competent 
to do his duty, and that in the true 
sense of the word he did not do it as the 
country had a right to expect. Surely 
if there was any duty incumbent on the 
head of the Remount Department it was 
that he should be in a position to give the 
War Office authorities every information 
about horses all over the world, and 
presumably he had no distinct instructions 
to confine himself to horses in the British 
dominions. Then again no evidence 
was forthcoming that any attempt was 
made by the Government to draw horseg 
from India. The Indian horses were 
undersized and country bred, but they 
had from two-thirds to three-fourths of 
Arab blood, and although sma!l and 
light would have been admirably suited 
for the work in South Africa. In his 
humble opinion the report was a distinct 
condemnation of the Government with 
reference to the management of the 
supply of horses, and the result was that 
the taxpayers of the country had lost 
something like eight millions of money, 
or a third of the total sum spent on 
horse flesh. If he were in order, he 
could show that similar mistakes had been 
committed in other directions. If that 
were a sample of the wayin which the 
war was carried on, and if that were 
the boasted success of the War Office 
then he said the responsible authorities 
were fully condemned. 


(Supplementary) Estimate. 


(8.6.) Mr. BRODRICK: I do not 
know whether by saying a few words 
with reference to what has fallen from 
hon. Members, I can in any way shorten 
the debate, but I think it is a great pity 
that in a matter in which we are all 
practically at one, we should seem to be 
arguing on different sides of the same 
question. Some difference of opinion 
has arisen, notably as to the course taken 
by the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Dulwich, but as far as I am concerned, I 
can assure the Committee that I fully 
and in every respect welcome the inter 
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information which he was able to give| would have been saved from many an 
to the Government. Since I took the| uneasy moment as to the conduct of 
office I now hold, I have never con- | certain officers. 

sciously given the go-by to any repre-| Let us look, Sir, at the matter 
sentation made to me from any quarter|as it stands now. All this occurred 
of the House or outside it, as regards the|in January 1900. I have not called 
more efficient conduct of the war. It is| the Chairman’s attention to the fact 
not possible with the great amount|that the matters referred to in the 
of labour falling on me at the present | Report are not included in the Vote 
moment to examine all these representa-| we are now discussing, because I 
tions personally, but there is no man who | think there should be the freest possible 
is more anxious than I am to see that | discussion. The allegations as explained 
every officer performs his duty, and to| by the Committee, and the opinion 
take care that where mistakes have | expressed by the Committee, will, I 
occurred, there shall not be given an|am_ sure, be shared by every hon. 
opportunity for their recurrence. I| Member. But do not let us, sitting here 
should like to say that while I am most | quietly in January, 1902, forgot what the 
grateful to my hon. friend the Member | circumstances were in January 1900. I 
for Dulwich, I am also very grateful to | can speak with more freedom of them be- 
the members of the Committee for the | cause I was not then at the War Office 
way in whch they had discharged their | myself, but let every hon. Member put 
duty. There is a difference of opinion | the case to himself. It was not a 
between the Committee and my hon. | question of providing arms or ammuni- 
friend as to the exact form of the charge | tion, or of deciding the number of 
he made, and even at the risk of again | troops we expect to employ on home 
going over, what I said before, let me say | defence. We were confronted in Jan- 
very succinctly where I think the mistake | uary, 1900, with a sudden and ex- 
occurs. No one, least of all the (om-| traordinary demand for a campaign on 

mittee, feels anything but gratitude to| a scale and magnitude which no one in 
my hon. friend for having been the|this country or any party had ever 
means of putting us on the track of | contemplated. The ordinary demand 

occurrences which were regretible, but for horses for the Army, which was 
the way in which he expressed himself 2,500 a year, was increased to such an 

at first was such as rather to give the | extent that in January, 1900, alone, 

impression that he himself madea charge, | 13,000 horses had to be sent out, and 

which he says now he did not make and | before the end of June, 80,000 horses 

never intended tomake. I have referred | had been landed in South Africa. If 

not merely to Hansard, which must be| at this moment any business firm had 

the most correct version, but I have} to comply with a demand which had 

referred also to The Times, and in The | increased nearly 6,000 per cent. in 

Times report of the speech of my hon. | six months, they would not find their 











friend there does appear the following 
,words— 


‘‘The horses were the merest rubbish that 
could have been picked up in the street, but 
they were sold at £25 profit each and tie spoils 
were divided between certain persons in Her 
Majesty’s Service.” 

So that the report given in The Times 
did lend itself to the view that my hon. 
friend had made these allegations, and 
the Committee intended to convey by 
their Report, what was present in my 
own mind, that while my hon. friend’s 
interposition in the matter was altogether 
advantageous, possibly if the form of 
expression in which it had been conveyed 


had been different, the War Office 








ordinary machinery capable of coping 
with it. We can all be wise now, and 
I fully realise the force of the criticisms 
which have been directed against the 
procedure which was adopted. We must 
accept the blame for that, and I am 
quite ready to do so; but we must 
not forget that the circumstances were 
quite abnormal. If we had said three 
years ago that we intended buying 
horses in Hungary, we should have 
been met with a cry of derision and 
despair, at what would have been re- 
presented as a want of confidence in 
the resources of the colonies and the 
mother country. As my noble friend 
said afew minutes ago, the best thing 
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we can do is to make use of the ex |. *(8.18.) Mr. SOARES (Devon, Barn- 
perience we have had. As to the more | staple) said he thought the Committee 
recent conduct of purchases, I have been | owed the hon. Member for Dulwich a 
in constant communication with Lord | greatdebt of gratitude for having brought 
Kitchener, and | have pressed him! thissubject forward. Onething was cer- 
continually with regard to the class of | tain, if the matter had not been ventilated 
horses he fequires. Only last week he|in the previous June the Committee 
told me that his greatest difficulty was | would not have had the particularly 
not with horses from Hungary or North | interesting Report which was now before 
America, but with the horses from|it, as no Committee of Inquiry was 
home, which were too large for the work. | appointed to enquire into this question 
He thinks that the ordinary cavalry | until after the matter had been made 
horse is not fast enough for the country public. Hon. Members sitting on the 
and he also thinks that some of the| Liberal side of the House could 
Australian horses—I am not speaking quite understand the reason why 
generally—are not well fitted for the the hon. Member for Dulwich had 
work. But I do believe that animmense been treated somewhat harshly by 
improvement has been shown, and I hon. Gentlemen opposite. It arose from 
fully accept the criticism that horses the first paragraph in the article in the 
had been hurried up country too soon. Daily Mail. The hon. Baronet did not 
I myself had said, short of giving an say that the war would have been over six 
absolute order to a man in Lord Kitch- months ago if Members of the Oppos - 
ener’s position, that the Government tion had not made speeches, but that it 
would be perfectly willing to be patient would have been over if suitable horses 
with regard to the number of columns had been supplied, and of course the 
in the field, and I urged him not to Govertment was responsible for the 
deficiencies in this respect. Hon. Mem- 


send out columns unless they were pro- 
perly horsed, because it was useless.) bers had read the Blue-book witha 
During the last three months we have Certain amount of pain, but not with 
sent out 13,000, 10,000, and 20,000 any great amount of astonishment, 
if Lord Kitchener tells us| because it was a well-known fact that 
that he should have more, we are quite of all the Departments of the War Office, 
ready to consider the possibility of send- the Remount Department was about 
ing even larger numbers. The moment the worst. But although the Remount 
my hon. friend came to mv noble friend | Department had not done all that had 
beside me, we made a variety of en- been asked of it, still they ought to be 
quiries, and I made enquiries myself in fair and acknowledge the difficulties it 
the early days of June when the matter | had to face. Owing to the difficulties of 
became public. I immediately appointed the campaign, there must necessarily 
a Committee who had done admirable have been a vast waste of horses and 
work, and whose Report, which has been | Tansports, but the Committee had to 
presented to the House, has resulted in consider whether it had been excessive, 
the discussion we have ha’i this evening. and when the whole question was con- 
Although I do not deprecate the con- sidered one could not help thinking that 
tinuance of this discussion, Ican assure that had been the case. One of the 
the Committee that nothing can bring ce oe of that ee ge the condi- 

; ion of the horses. Animals had been 
home to my mind more strongly than sent out which had not been got ready 
has been brought home to it, the absolute | for the sea voyage ; they had then had 
necessity of making preparations for | long railway journeys in the heat, very 
any emergency in the matter of the often without sufficient food and water, 
provision of horses. It is a subject I and on arrival at their destination had 


take great interest in, and all that the | been sent on arduous marches with the 
vf result that they broke down ard died 


officers connected to the War Office can | thes Hina” But Chere was another easel 
do will be done to keep the Army well | which had not been alluded to for the 
supplied in whatever part of the world | excessive loss of horses, which was the 


it may happen to be. | horsemanship among the officers and 
Mr. Brodrick. 


horses, and 
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the men, which left a good deal to be | 
desired. A man was not necessarily a | 
horseman because he could “stick on”’ 
over a hurdle or ride bareback round a_| 
riding school. They ought to be taught 
to know the first symptoms of over 
fatigue ina horse, and how to ease their 
horses on a long and difficult march. 


Nothing taught that, so much as 
hunting. Of course, it was impossible 


to train all our officers and men in 


the hunting field, but some means 
ought to be devised to give them 


this experience. One gentleman of his 
acquaintance, who had just returned 
from South Africa, rode on one horse 
through Bloemfontein to Pretoria and 
back to Cape Town, and had brought 
his horse in in good condition. That 
ge ntleman. knew a good deal about 
horses, and looked upon his mount as 
his best friend, and saw to its comforts 
before his own. He took the opportunity 
of finding out the different grasses of 
the country he passed through, and 
found some that was unfit to use, some 
that was bad for the horse if allowed to 
graze on it, and some that a horse 
would not touch, although it looked 
all right to the unsophisticated eye. 


He also said there was a_ great 
difference among the officers, trom 
whom he received his orders when 


acting as orderly; some officers con- 
sidered both men and horses, and others 
did not; some allowed him to go in light 
marching order, whilst others made him 
go in heavy marching order, never 
realising what a great difference an 
extra two or three stone made to man 
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and horse. Lack of horsemanship 
to a considerable extent was the cause 
of excessive wastage, and he hoped 
that the Government would recognise 
the fact, and in the future improve the 
men’s knowledge of horses. 

With regard to purchase of remounts, 
he thought the Government would do 
well to turn their attention to the horses 
of this country. North Devon horses 
were particularly suitable for the Arniy, 
as they were small, hardy, and had im- 
mense staying power, owing to the strain 
of Exmoor blood which they had. Ex- 
moor horses had the best staying powtr 
in the world, as was proved by the fact 
that all the horses of the Devon 
Yeomanry, which were all bought in that 
neighbourhood, did very well indeed in 
South Africa, in fact they were said to 
be the best lot that went ont. The 
Government ought to develop this trade 
and encourage the farmers to breed the 
class of horses required and deal direét 
with them. ‘So far everything had been 
done through the dealers, who had 
derived immense profits from worthless 
horses. Ii the Government would send 
remount officers, three or four times a 
year to each of the market towns to 
purchase direct from the farmers and 
have the horses properly vetted, théy 
would get the class of horse they r quired, 
and at the same time benefit the 
agricuituralists of this country. 

(8.28.) 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 75; Noes, 


106 (Division List, No. 10). 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouce. ,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
‘Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

‘Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burns, — 

Caldwell, James 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, Wiiliam Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delaney, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Ffrench, Peter 
Flavin, Michael 
Flynn, —— 
Gilhooly, James 
Gurdon, Sir W. 
Hammond, John 


Jones, Wm. 


Joyce, Michael 


Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. 


Joseph 


Brampton 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
(Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


Kennedy, Patrick James 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Lloyd- -George, David 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


M ‘Govern, T. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) » 
O’Brien, Kendal (Ti’perary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkeriny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John ‘ 
O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N:) 
(Malley, William 
O’Mara,. James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


ristopher 


Mark.A. 
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Pickard, Benjamin 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Roberts, John Bryn (Kition) 
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Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. Ger. W. (Leeds) 


Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks | 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montague 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbys’re) | 


Chamberlain, J. Aus. (Worc’r) 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dickson, Charles scott 
Dixon-Hartland,SirF:edDixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
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Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

| Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 





NOES. 


Flower, Ernest 
| Forster, Henry William 
| Foster, Phil.S. (Warwick,S.W. 
| Galloway, William Johnson 
| Gardner, Ernest 
| Gibbs,Hn A.G. H.(CityofLond. 
| Gordon, Hn.J. E. (Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Hamilton, RtH LordG. (Midd’x 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
| Hogg, Lindsay 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Kimber, Henry 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 


| Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S) | 
| Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
| Maxwell, W. J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Meysey Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, Dav. J.( Walthamstow 
| Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
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White, Patrick (Meath, North 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr Labouchere and 
Captain Norton. 


Murray, Rt.H.A.Graham (Bute 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely,C’pt.J.K.B.(Is.eof Wight 
Sharpe, Williain Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. H.J.G. (Oxf'd Univ. 
Thomson, F.W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


| Valentia, Viscount 


Welby, Lt. -Cl. A.C. E.(Taunton 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wylie, Alexander. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





{The Chairman left the Chair at 8.37.] 
Original Question again proposed. 


*(9.10.) Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) 
said he was happy to be able to say that 
with some points in the debate so far as 
it had gone he found himself in agree- 
ment with the Secretary of State for 
War, and also with the noble Lord the 
Financial Secretary of the War Office. 
He was particularly gratified to find that 
both stood up in defence of their subor- 
dinate—the Inspector General of Re- 
mounts. He also found himself in accord 
with the noble Lord in regard to the 
incident which took place in the be- 
ginning of last year, when the hon. 
Baronet the Member for Dulwich brought 
forward the matter which the Committee 





had just been discussing. He was present 
on that occasion, and actually took part in 
the debate, and the impression he took 
away and kept not only until he saw the 


|Report placed in their hands yesterday 


but up to now was that there had been 
an intention on the hon. Baronet’s part 


to bring these charges of actual 
dishonesty against British officers, 
Certainly, when the debate took 
place the hon. Baronet made no 


effort to dispel that impression which 
was pretty prevalent, and therefore he 
thought the Committee were perfectly 
justified in what they had done. He 


quite understood the hon. Baronet’s 


position—he had taken up a different 
line of action by withdrawing the charges, 
and so far as his action now went of 
having insisted that an investigation 
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should take place into insinuations which 
had been made against British officers, 
this was a different attitude and the 
hon. Baronet deserved the thanks of 
the country for having brought to 
light the actual state of matters. It 
was to him a matter of regret that 
somuch delay had taken place in the 
publication of the Report. The Report 
was dated in August, and he could not 
understand the reason put forward by 
the Secretary of State for War, namely, 
that there wasa case sub judice. He 
had looked through the Report, and he 
had asked people who knew more about 
the matter than he did, but they were 
unable to explain what law case it was 
which prevented the publication of the 


Report. It was of enormous importance | 
that the Report should have been placed | 
in the hands of Members some months | 


earlier. 
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in South Africa. Two or three days 
were the actual life of many of the 
horses after delivery to the unit, and 
this was because in South Africa the 
Remount Department, until quite 
recently, had never been represented 
there by an officer of sufficiently high 
standing. He had nothing but praise for 
the two chief officers of the Remount 
Department in South Africa, but not 
being of sufficiently high rank, he believed. 
their protests and representations were 
outweighed by the direct orders of the 
Commander-in-Chief. The war had been 
going on for two years before the dis- 
advantage of sending up horses in an 
unfit condition was sufficiently recognised 


| for serious preventative action to be taken 


and, to my knowledge, after the best 
cavalry leaders had reported that their 
efforts had been nullified and their troops. 
left absolutely helpless by the unfit con- 


| dition of the horses sent up to them. 


a a ° 
There were, it was true, one or two; Those who represented the Remount 


matters for which he could not find | Department in South Africa were obliged 
an excuse so far as the Remount Depart- | to send up immediately to the front horses 
ment was concerned, but they were} in an unfit condition, after a long sea 
matters on which, considering the circum- | voyage and a change of climate from one 
stances in which the Department was | hemisphere to another. It was alsoa well 
placed—and he had some experience of | known fact that there was a want of 
the Department in South Africa ex-| horse-mastership. The men sent out as 
tending over a year— as well as the | yeomen in charge of the horses were in 
fact that the Yeomanry Committee and | many cases the riff-raff of the towns of 
the Remount Department had been | this country, who had no knowledge of 
allowed to be distinct organisations, | horse-mastership, and who neglected their 





hon. Members should be 
not to pass a hasty judgment. He 
was sure that the Committee in a 
matter of this sort wanted only 
to arrive at the truth, and if the 
truth were known he thought it would 
be found that it was a higher authority 
who was to blame for the state of affairs 
in connection with the Remount De- 
partment, the subordinates having merely 
carried out their orders. Until hon. 
Members knew what these orders were, 
and what amount of warning the In- 
spector General had, they could not 
pass a proper judgment on the matter. 
They could only judge of this by what 
they knew had happened in other 
matters. The Government had _ been 
carried away by their blind optimism, 
hever making preparations for the sad 
and bitter reality. It was to the lack 
of preparation and sufficient foresight 
that he attributed the terribly short life 
of the horses on distribution to the units 


| 
careful | 





horses ; there was also the wretched rail- 
way transport from the port of 
debarkation in South Africa to be taken 
into consideration. He claimed, on the: 
part of the Inspector General of the 
Remounts that, owing to the treatment 
the horses received it was impossible to 
form an accurate and just opinion about 
them ; and he begged the Committee and 
the country not to lay the entire blame 
on the Remount Department, because no 
one could make bricks without straw. 
At the beginning of the war the Remount 
Department had only two depéts—one 
in England and one in Ireland—with 
three inspectors at each, and it was a. 
matter for wonder and admiration that 
the Department had been able to do so 
much. Until it was known what orders 
the Remount Department received, blame 
could not be apportioned. He believed 
that the Department carried out the 
orders that had been sent to them. The 
blame was to be attached, in the first 
instance, to the incurable optimism which 
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had been characteristic of the Govern- | 


ment all through; and he was not sure 
that it was not going on still. He was 
told by a correspondent in December 
last : 

‘The wastage of horses is heart-breaking ; 

it is the old, old story, the war will be over in 
six months, we have had horses sent to us just 
off the grass.” 
He was very much afraid that evennow the 
Secretary of State would, on inquiry, find 
that the orders sent out to South Africa 
are still too optimistic. Colonel Bethune 
only six weeks ago wrote that : 

“ The Boers are still hetter off than we are 
in the matter of horses.” 

Another correspondent in The Times of 
last month said that : 

_ “Many Canadian horses are sent up to us 
immediately after a long sea voyage, they die 
off like flies.” 

Again, another correspondent said : 

“ Five hundred of our men are at present 

without mounts.” 
He did not attach blame for this so much 
to the Remount Department ; he believed 
they had to the best of their ability 
carried out the orders sent out to them, 
but he believed that the old old story 
that the war was over, or would be in a 
few months, was responsible fer it all. It 
was significant of this that only now Lord 
Down had been sent out, and only now 
had it been recognised that the post of 
Inspector General of Remounts in South 
Atrica ought to have been occupied by a 
General on the Head (uarter’s Staff two 
years ago. 

There were two questions he desired to 
ask on matters which were somewhat 
regrettable. He did not want to cast 
any aspersion on officers who had been 
placed in a difficult position; but _ he 
said it was a matter of deep regret that 
an officer who received two and a half 
per cent. commission on the purchase of 
horses which he passed as fit, should now 
be in the employ of the War Office. He 
would quote question 441 : 

‘Is this cflicer now employed in your 
Department?” ‘Not in my Department ; he 
is now employed by the Veterinary Depart- 
ment, and attached to the Cavalry Division at 
Aldershot.” 

He did not wish to say anything more 


than that it would be more politic for the | 


Government to dispense with that gentle- 

man’s services. He would also like to 

have an explanation of the formation of 

this Committee of Inquiry. Was it not 
Mr. Pirie, 


‘COMMONS } 


somewhat unusual that a member of 
such a Committee should be brought in 
from the outside? The Committee con- 
sisted of three Members of Parliament, 
and a gentleman belonging to the legal 
profession. 


Lorp STANLEY : This is not a House 
of Commons Committee, but a Depart- 
mental Committee, and it consisted of 
three gentlemen from the House and a 
legal gentleman who might assist them 
on legal points. 


*Mr. PIRIE: I drew attention to the 
fact because no legal question came 
before the Comm'ttee. What moral can 
we draw from the existing state of 
things? If a great advantage has 
been gained from such a small, trivial 
inquiry as the present, we can 
argue from that that there. is an 
absolute necessity for a complete inquiry 
into the whole conduct of the war. 
Such an inquiry, though unpleasant 
and difficult, and necessitating a great 
deal of hard work, has been promised, 
and the sooner steps can be taken to 
begin it the better it will be for the 
nation. And if it is refused it must be 
because of the dread of the exposure 
which such an inquiry will bring about; 
well, that dread is the greatest de- 
terrent to a repetition of such incidents 
as the present in regard to the working 
of all the Government Departments, and 
when it does take place there are two 
matters to which I wish to draw special 
attention; Ist, why a delay took place 
from the very beginning in reconstitut- 
ing the three lines of railways, so far as 
the locomotives, trucks, and railway 
plant are concerned. 


I do not think 


questions of 


THe CHAIRMAN : 
that is relevant to the 
Remounts. 


*Mr. PIRIE: I thought the question 
in debate was of transport generally. 


Tue CHAIRMAN : The only question 
before the Committee is the purchase of 
Remounts. 


*Mr. PIRIE: Then I will take 


another opportunity of bringing the 
‘matter before the Committee, and | 
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trust that the Secretary of State for 
War will direct his attention to the 
subject. 


(9.29.) CotoneL LOCK WOOD (Essex, 
Epping) said the right hon. Gentleman had 
stated that there was one satisfactory 
item in the Report before the House, and 
that was that the allegation that British 
officers had received corrupt commissions 
was untrue. That indeed was satis- 
factory. Another satisfactory thing 
was that this ‘‘ Homocean ” Committee 
had put its finger “on the spot,’ and 
had blamed the conduct of the War 
Office. They had proved an absolute 
dereliction of duty on the part of the 
Remount Department of the War Office. 
In paragraph 22 the Committee said 
that they considered that in peace time it 
ought to be the business of the Remount 
Department to study and provide for all 
the emergencies which would arise in the 
time of war. But he asked the House to 
consider whether it necessitated a Com- 
mission or Committee to discover the 
neglect of the duty of the Remount 
Department of the War Office which had 
been created in order to remount the 
British Army and to discover what and 
where the horses were available for that 
purpose. He could forgive that Depart- 
ment having overlooked the Remount re- 
sources of the United Kingdom and the 
matter of the possible supply of remount 
horses from Argentina, Australia, or 
Bessarabia, but he could not forgive 
them for overlooking Austria-Hungary. 
Austria was well known to every 
Englishman who had travelled for even 
48 hours. Many Austrians were friends 


of the English nation. They were 
men who hunted in England and lived in 


London, and who would only be too glad 
to give every information to the British 
War Office, if only they were asked. 
They knew the value of the horses in 
their country, how many were available, 
and where they could be purchased, but 
they were not consulted. He could even 
overlook the fact that the Military Attaché 
Was not consulted, though, no doubt, he 
Was appointed to assist the Government 
In such cases, It, however, seemed as.if 
even a Unionist Government had been 


caught napping, and did not take the |“ ; 
| did not occur again and to make sure of 


trouble to make necessary inquiries from 


sources which were open to them, and | 
| 
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from persons who knew anything on the 


subject. 
He would not for a moment assist 
the hon. Member for Northampton 


in dividing against the Government ; he 
would give the Government everything 
they asked for, and even vote a salary 
if they proposed to make the hon. 
Member for Northampton Captain- 
General to the Forces. But what was 
the defence to all that had been stated ? 
There surely never was a more damaging 
document laid before hon. Members, and 
his noble friend, if he might be allowed 
to say so, made an exceedingly lame 
defence. His noble friend, in effect said, 
“We have been extremely naughty boys 
in the past, but we are going to be ex- 
tremely good boys in the future.” What 
was the reason for not having suflicient 
Yeomanry remounts. His noble friend 
said it was because they were in a time 
of stress and trouble. He did not blame 
the Government; he biamed those im- 
mediately responsible, and his noble friend 
had proved nothing at all, and had 
promised nothing for the future except 
an inquiry. He thought they ought to 
have more than an inquiry.. Somebody 
ought to be punished for a dereliction of 
duty, and he thought the Government 
ought to mark their sense of the way in 
which the officer placed at the head of a 
department had acted. He knew nothing 
about that particular officer; he did not 
even know his name, but as a soldier him- 
self he was sorry for him, but he had 
failed in his duty and ought to be pre- 
pared to bear the consequences. The 
Government ought to have promised the 
immediate dissolution and reconstruction 
of the Remount Department and the 


immediate replacement of its head. 
{Lord SrantEy: In the middle of 
the war?] Yes, even in the middle 
of the war. Every officer who was 


guilty of a dereliction of duty ought 
to be replaced at once by an officer who 
knew his duty. To tell the Committee 
that an inquiry would be held which 
might, and probably would, last two or 
three months was to evade the question. 
It was no doubt painful to the Govern- 
ment, and must be painful to everyone 
who took the trouble to consider the 
matter, but it was the bounden duty of 
the Government to see that such a thing 


that by the only means, namely, the 
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entire reconstruction of the Department, 
and by placing at its head a man who 
was acquainted with the work and knew 
how to carry it out. 
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(9.37.) Mr. DILLON said that a 
practice had arisen in late years of hold- 
ing back until the last moment 
important papers on which debates were 
founded. The present occasion was an 
extreme instance of that, and he ventured 
to say that the majority of hon. Members 
who had spoken in the debate had only 


{ COMMONS} 
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He wished to say a word as to the 
very interesting figures which had been 
given by the Secretary of War as to 
the cost of the war. The right hon, 
Gentleman said that he wished to 
give an adequate statement of the cost of 
the war during the three financial years 
that it had lasted. In the first year he 
| said it cost £23,000,000, in 1900-01 it 
| cost £63,000,000, and then he said that 
| for the present financial year the Estimate 
was £56,070,000, which, with the Supple- 
mentary Estimate of £5,000,000 raised 
the total cost to £61,070,000, and he 





been able to read the Blue-book on the} boasted that the war cost nearly 
benches while the-debate was in progress. £2,000,000, less than in the previous year, 
That was nothing short of a scandal, as| Was that an honest statement? What 
the Vote might have been passed almost | had become of the six and a half millions 
sub silentio, owing to the Blue-book having | which was voted for the civil administra- 
been kept back until the last moment. | tion of the Transvaal. During the debate 
That was a striking instance of the prac- | on this Vote on the 6th of August last, it 





tice which had grown up of ‘issuing Blue- 
books on the very eve of a discussion, 
apparently for the purpose of not allow- 
ing hon. Members sufficient time to 
acquaint themselves with their contents. 
There was another point which had been 
alluded to by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Forest of Dean. Year 
after year enormous Supplementary Esti- 
mates were presented, which on the face of 
them were not honest Estimates. Enor- 
mous sums in round figures were asked for 
remounts and other things, and it was 
manifest that the Government were 
spending large sums of money on services 


for which money was not voted, and then | garded as a military force. 


'was stated that £3,000,000 of this 
| amount had been voted for the Censtabu- 
| lary, and the Colonial Secretary was on 
'that occasion asked if any part of the six 
_and a half millions was to be used for the 
| prosecution of the war. The right hon. 
Gentleman fenced with the question for 
‘some time, and finally was obliged to 
‘admit that the Constabulary were a mili- 

tary force, were under the control of 
'Lord Kitchener, and were part of the 
‘army. The Colonial Secretary said that, 
|of course with operations still going on, 
| they would be under the control of the 
| Commander-in-Chief, and might be re- 
When the 


recouping themselves by two or three | right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Votes which they hoped would be less) West Monmouth complained as to the 
contentious. It was idle and preposterous | form of the Vote, the Colonial Secretary 
to suppose that the War Office required | replied that it did not matter one straw 


exactly £2,000,000 for remounts and 
£1,000,000 for forage, and that it did not 
require any Supplementary Estimates at 


to the finances of the country. That was 
the Colonial Secretary’s idea of finance. 
He thought the Committee ought to know 


all for all the other items. What had | what they were voting money for, and he 


been done with all the money that had 
been voted for the return of troops and 
for their demobilisation ? If the accounts 
had been strictly kept there would have 
been a great many more items on the 
Supplementary Estimates than there 
were. The way in which the power 





| charged the Secretary of War that he had 


no right to tell the House of Commons 
that the war last year cost only 
£61,070,000, whereas, in reality, it cost. 
at least £64,000,000. That was loose 
finance, which contributed towards reck- 
lessness of expenditure, and some of the 


possessed by the War Office and the | results of which they heard discussed 


Admiralty of using money voted for 
One purpose on another purpose with- 
out the sanction of Parliament had 
been used during the present war consti- 
tuted a great abuse, and went beyond 
anything that was really intended when 
that power was given. 


Colonel Lockwood. 


during the debate. He believed that 
system led to an enormous waste of 
public money. 

Only a very faint ray of light had 
been thrown upon what was going 
on. He would recall what happened 
last year. A greater number of horses 
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had been bought in the Argentine Repub- 
lic than in Hungary, and it was stated 
by a hon. Member last year that he had 
been informed that the same class of 
transaction had been going on in the 
Argentine Republic, as had now been 
roved to have been going on in Hungary. 
He himself had seen a statement pub- 
lished that horses had been driven in | 
unbroken and wild, and worth only | 
about £7 a head, and sold for double | 
that sum to the British Government. | 
The right hon. Gentleman had declined | 
to say what price had been paid for) 
horses. Was there ever a more pre-| 
posterous thing than that British agents 
should go and buy horses at Buenos Ayres, 
and that nobody should know what 
price was being paid. He felt convinced 
when he heard that answer, that some 
very dirty business was concealed under 
these transactions. The lesson that the 
Committee would draw from what had 
taken place this evening was that the 
sooner there was a general enquiry into 
the whole question of the war, the better 
it would be for the country and the tax- 
payer. They had heard ugly rumours 
about the purchase of remounts in the 
Argentine, but on this occasion they 
were dealing not only with horses, but | 
with provisions as well. He had called 
the attention of the House last year to 
the fact that there existed a contract 
with a certain Cold Storage Company in 
South Africa, to deliver to the British | 
Army meat at Ild.a lb. and that 
this same meat was delivered free at | 
Cape Town at 34d. per lb. The answer | 
which he received was that owing to the 
difficulty of getting it up the country | 
and the want of store-houses up country | 
a great deal of the meat went bad; but | 
he heard shortly afterwards that the 
Government had compelled this company | 
to disgorge £50,000 ; yet there had been | 
no investigation into that account. The 
Government were now entering into a 
contract with another Cold Storage 
Company, which he believed had been 
expressly floated by patriots for the 
purpose of entering into the contract, 
and it was rumoured that the Company 
had something to do with De Beers. 
If that was so, it ought to be thoroughly 
investigated. His conviction was that 
in the course of these transactions the 
taxpayers of the country had been 








| The 
| matter, in his opinion, was that if the 
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robbed to the extent of between 
£10,000,000 and £20,000,000 sterling, 
by the contracts discussed this evening, 
and by the shipping contracts entered into 
by the patriotic shippers of this country, 
who, when they had the country by 
the throat in 1900, showed their 
patriotism by putting up the rates 
to double the normal charge. He did 
not wonder that patriotism and en- 
thusiasm prevailed in certain parts of 
the country. The shippers and con- 
tractors who were enthusiastic over the 
war had made millions, and the people 
and the taxpayers had had to pay. 


| Why should they want to see the war 
'ended when the House was voting 


£55,000,000 for that purpose, most of 
which was spent in this country? It 


| was a glorious time for them; they 
| never were so well off in their lives. 


In his opinion these were matters which 
certainly deserved inquiring into, and 


'he considered that the taxpayers and 


the Committee owed a large debt of 
gratitude to the hon. Member for 
Dulwich for ventilating this subject. 
most serious thing about the 


hon. Member tor Dulwich had not 
accidentally offered his services to the 
Government as he did, taking an 
interest in this matter, and if his offer 
had not been rejected by the Govern- 
ment, the Committee would not have 
heard of this. Everything would have 


| been covered up; every question asked 


would have been trampled on and 
called a disloyal attempt to injure a 


| great public office struggling with a 


great war, and beyond those concerned 
nobody would have heard a word about 
these scandals. He wished to know 
whether this money which the Com- 
mittee were now voting was actually 
in the Exchequer, and whether the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would be able to 
provide it without recourse to further 
measures of taxation. So far as he 
could make out, there was a_ balance 
after these £5,000,000 were voted cf 
£4,000,000 or £5,000,000. He wishea 
to point out that when the Committee 
was debating the question of a 
£60,000,000 loan in June last year 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer told 
the Committee that he had gone into 
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this question most carefully with the 
Secretary of State for War, that he was 
determined not to perpetuate his mistake 
by under-estimating the cost of the war, 
and therefore, having made his esti- 
mate, he had taken a margin of 
£2.000,000 or £3,000,000, which would 
give him sufficient money to carry 
him to the end of the financial year. 
The right hon. Gentleman also said 
that beyond that he had taken a 
borrowing power for £10,000,000, which 
he required for the purpose of financ- 
ing the Exchequer. It appears to 
him that the margin of £2,000,000 or 
£3,000,000 had been expended, and that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
now cut intothe margin of £10,000,000 
which had been taken for financing 
the Exchequer, and not for the war at 
all. That was another of the dangers 
of loose finance. What the right hon. 
Gentleman ought to have done, having 
taken all the Estimates, was to have 
taken a margin for borrowing power 
of £2,000,000 for financing the Ex- 
chequer, and then come down and 
asked the House to consent to an 
issue of Treasury Bonds. 
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(9.57.) Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL 
(Oldham) said he did not often find him- 
self in agreement with the hon. Member 


for East Mayo, but there were 
various points in his speech that 


would not excite violent opposition on 
this side of the House, both in regard to 
remounts and also in relation to the hon. 
Member for Dulwich. Hon. Members 
had come here this afternoon chiefly 
to argue the conduct of the war, but 
a considerable amount of time had 
been spent in arguing the conduct of 
the hon. Member for Dulwich. No 
doubt in what the hon. Member said, 
there were grounds for an insinuation 
against the probity of British officers, 
but however valid the grounds were 
for the insinuation, he thought that, 


in view of the action of the hon. 
Member, even if he had insinuated 
what had been alleged, there would 


still remain to him the credit and 
approbation of what he haddone. The 
hon. Member for Dulwich had raised 
the question of remounts in South 
Africa, than which there was no matter 
of greater importance with which the 

Mr. Dillon. 


{ COMMONS } 











(Supplementary) Estimates, 124 
House could deal at the present time. 
The Secretary of State for War had 
spoken of 214,000 horses sent out to 
South Africa, and, no doubt, to a 
certain extent it was creditable to the War 
Office and the Remount Department 
that they had accomplished such a 
great work; but it was no good, when 
complaints were made of the quality 


of the horses, and _ their  con- 
dition, to point out that horses 
were being dumped down in South 
Africa by hundreds and _ thousands. 


They had found out something of the 
way horses had been purchased, and ex- 
traordinary statements were found in 
the Blue-book. There were one or two 
to which he should like to call the 
attention of the Committee. The first 
was as follows :— 

“We are convinced that Colonel St. Quintin 
and Colonel Maclean took the course which 
seemed to them at the moment best adapted 
to meet thé circumstances of the case, but we 
must express regret that those officers should 
have been employed to pass horses submitted 
by a contractor, a gentleman who had immedi- 
ately before been in that contractor’s service 
and who was still drawing from that contractor 
a commission under the contract.” 

The other statement was on page 4 of the 
Blue-book :— 

‘At the same time, we regret that, before 
giving the first contract, he (Colonel St. 
Quintin) did not take more steps to ascertain 

(a) what would be a reasonable price to pay, 
and (+) the position and capacity of the con- 
tractors to undertake a large contract of this 
kind without resorting to middlemen.” 
Comment was needless. It was often said 
that if any commercial firm conducted 
its business in the way the affairs of the 
British Empire were conducted, it would 
be in the Bankruptcy Court within 
twelve months. In his opinion, however, 
a lunatic asylum rather than the Bank- 
/ruptey Court would be its destination. 
That was the kind of thing that had 
| been happening in Austria-Hungary, and 
it had been found out by the patriotism 
|and public spirit of a private Member of 
'the House in the face of considerable de- 
|terrent considerations. When they re- 
flected that England was the home of the 
| bloodstock horses, and that we were 
/supposed to know more about horses 
|than the people of any other country, it 
| was a remarkable and disgraceful state 
'of affairs that we should have been 
i tricked like a Cockney at a fair. We 
| 
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might not have been able to buy guns 
or boilers, but if there was one thing we 
were supposed to be able to buy it was 
horses, and the state of affairs that 
had been revealed was certainly one re- 
quiring disciplinary action on the part 
of the military authorities. He hoped, 
however, that they in the House would 
not seek to distribute the blame or to 
direct the disciplinary action. They 
could not go into all the circumstances. 
The General Officer in charge of the 
Remount Department was appointed 
shortly before the war, and the igno- 
rance which prevailed as to the conditions 
in Austria-Hungary, with regard to the 
purchase of horses, was to some extent 
excused by the fact that no human 
being could have imagined a contin- 
gency in which it would be necessary 
to apply for horses to Austria-Hungary. 
But, without in any way attempting 


to fix the responsibility or to pick 
out a scape-goat, he was bound to 


say that there appeared to be in the case as 
ex-veterinary surgeon, Captain Hartigan, 
a good deal which called for the in- 
vestigation of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for War, suppos- 
ing that that officer should still—which 
he teared was doubtful—be in any way 
under his charge or amenable to his 
control. 

The Blue-book which had formed the 
chiet theme of discussion showed some- 
thing that had gone on at one end of the 
line with regard to the supply of horses. 
What had gone on at the other? He 
could not help thinking that the revela- 
tions of this Blue-book had raised in the 
minds of some hon. Members a feeling of 
doubt, lest the incapacity and the sheer 
crass stupidity that had been displayed 
at one end of the line in the purchase of 
horses, might not to some extent had 
been displayed at the other end in the 
distribution of troops at the front. He 
did not go so far as to suggest that the 
mismanagement there was equal to the 
mismanagement in the particular matter 
they had been discussing ; it was often 
noticeable that the nearer one got to the 
fighting line, the more faithfully was the 
service done; but they were certainly 
entitled to appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman for whatever information it 
was in his power to give as to the steps 
he was taking to make the Remount 
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Department in South Africa more 
efficient. There was no excuse for in- 


efficiency in the Remount Department. 
It ought to be the most efficient depart- 
ment under the Crown. At the beginning 
of the war there was no doubt some 
excuse; doubtless the military con- 
tingencies to which the noble Lord had 
alluded frequently, rendered it necessary 
to take horses not in a fit condition, not 
properly acclimatised and so on ; but that 
ought not to be going on after two and a 
half years. The Committee would do 
well to endeavour, in the course of this 
debate, to clinch matters as much as 
possible with the right hon. Gentleman 
andthe noble Lord, and to get from them 
a clear statement of the reforms they 
were carrying out or proposed to carry 
out with regard to the Remount Depart- 
ment in South Africa. Asfar as he 
could see, there ought to be great centres 
in South Africa to which the horses 
should be taken to recuperate, exercise, 
and so on, for three or four months, 
before being given to the troops in 
the field, and he did not think it was 
too much to that such details 
should be attempted. In spite of 
the 214,000 horses, and in spite of 
the statement of the noble Lord as to the 
reforms already inaugurated, bitter 
complaints continued to come home 
irom the troops at the front that their 


ask 


horses were not able to overtake the 
horses which the Boer managed to 


procure from a ravaged and daily more 
restricted area of country. The Re- 
mount Department was one of the 
most important Departments under the 
Crown at the present time, and it 
ought to have at its head in South 
Africa one of the ablest men it was 
possible for the right hon. Gentleman, 
by looking far and wide through the 
Empire, to secure. He knew that a 
General Officer had been sent out to 
take command of the Remount De- 
partment, and to supervise its work, 
and he would be the last to say any- 
thing of a disparaging nature with 
regard to that officer. There was no 


more charming gentleman or more 
gallant cavalry soldier than Lord 


Downe, but the preparation and dis 
tribution of 214,000 horses was a great 
business enterprise, and one which 
should be entrusted to someone of 
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proved business capacity, not to one 
whose previous experience was limited 
te a Cavalry regiment and a Yeomanry 
brigade. 

As to the statement of the Secretary 
of State with regard to economy, no 
one rejoiced more than he that Lord 
Kitchener was effecting economy. But 
was Lord Kitchener the proper person 
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(Supplementary) Estimates. 128 


take an interest in the manner in which 
he is treated in this House, and I think 
he has tonight vindicated the actron he 
took last session in this matter of horse- 
purchase. If I might venture to make 
one observation for his consolation, it is 
that, however much he may complain 
of his party leaders, he has merely 
received the treatment they have meted 
out to every man and woman who has 


to effect economy? They had tried 
to put too much work on that irre-| called attention to deficiences in the 
placeable man in his position in South | public service. I am not going into the 
Africa, and if the questions affecting | question of remounts, but there is one 
economy was raised, it should not be | point with regard to this Report which 
left to the Commander-in-Chief. Very | I think ought to receive some considera- 
recently the right hon. Gentleman had | tionfat the hands of the Committee 
sent out a Chief of Staff, who, no| The matter was pointed out by my hon. 
doubt, would preside over the officers | friend the Member for East Bristol, and 
charged with the maintenance of| it appears to be a serious one. I refer 
economy, But why was not a Chief | to the difference between the evidence 
of Staff sent out before? If he had) as contained in the proof given to my 
been sent out earlier he would doubt-| hon. friend and the evidence as now 
less have found something to do, and | printed for the use of the House. 

he understood that substantial reduc- | 
tions in the transport of the so-called) * SiR CHARLES WELBY: Shall! I 
flying and mobile columns had already | explain at once ? 

been made. Such an officer would | 

have been of great assistance to Lord| Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I do 
Kitchener, particularly at the time) not think the Committee is yet aware of 
when he was allowed—as he thought, | the matter to which I refer. There are 
by a great mistake—to burden himself | two points. The first is on page 65 of the 
with the civil administration of the} Committee’s Report, question 1628. The 
Transvaal. He hoped his right hon. | word “ No,” as given by the witness in 
friend would be able to give some! answer tothe question, has, as I under- 
explanation of why an army of 250,000 'stand, been struck out, and an explana- 
men was left for nearly ten months in| tion inserted which was not tendered to 
the field without any great officer officiat-| the Committee. Further, in another 
ing as Chief of Staff—an event he believed | question, the witness was asked the 








without parallel in the history of 
scientific warfare—and also some fur- 
ther information as to the vigorous 
reforms it was proposed to inaugurate 
with regard to the distribution of 
remounts to the troops in South Africa. 

(10.10.) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee): The hon. Member who has just 
sat down expressed his satisfaction at 
finding himself in agreement with the 
preceding speaker. The same satisfac- 
tion is present to my mind, because, 
although I have not the minute know- 
ledge of military affairs possessed by 
the hon. Member opposite, I find myself 
in general harmony with his observations, 
especially with his references tothe hon. 
Member for Dulwich. Being a con- 
stituent of the hon Baronet, I naturally 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 


| date of his latest information with regard 
'to the possibilities of supplies from 
| Austro-Hungary, and he said “1884 ”— 
|a period I believe which is identicai 
with the date when last we had 
to obtain horses from Austria-Hungary; 
But in the Report laid before the 
House the officer is made to say that 
his information came down to 1896 
—half a generation later. I do not 
know which statement is correct, but, if 
the information given to the Committee 
today bya Member of the Horse-purchase 
Committee is true, the evidence on 
which that Committee based its Report 
has been altered, and I am informed 
that the alteration is of a material 
character. I ask whether it is fair to 
the Committee that its Report should 
be stultified, as it must be if its conclu- 
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sions are based on evidence of one kind, the original evidence supplied to us. 

while that contained in the Report pre- The important part of the matter is that 

sented to the House of Commons is of when we drew our Report we diew it 

another. I do not know whether the with the idea that there was no infor- 

Chairman of the Committee would now mation subsequent to the year 1884. If 

like to make his explanation ? we had known that the witness intended 
to say 1896, we could not possibly have 
put into our Report the word “since 

*Sir CHARLES WELBY. All I 1884.” There is another little alteration 

can say is that, as Chairman, I gave at Q. 1633. Instead of the question 

what I believe to be the usual being put: ‘But three or four years 

instructions to the Secretary of the old ’—and it is important to notice that 

Committee to send a proof of his the Chairman put this question—— 

evidence to each witness to afford him 

an opportunity of revising it, and seeing 

that what he was reported to have said THe CHAIRMAN: It is rather an 

was what he actually said Until the unusal thing to interpolate another 

hon. Member opposite, one of my speech in the speech of another hon. 

colleagues on the Committee, made his Member. 

statement tonight, I had no idea what 

alterations had been made in these or any 

other questions or answers, except my, Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 

own corrections. It is quite a new idea your pardon. 

to me that it is an improper act on 

the part of a witness to correct his ‘ ; 

evidence afterwards, if he finds that |. THe CHAIRMAN: It is rather a pro- 

the evidence he gave was incorrect. longed explanation. 

However, I would point out that the 

evidence as corrected by the witnesses Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 

was in the hands of the Committee hon. Member has at any rate justified the 

before the Report was drafted; and only comment I desired to make on the 

the Report was drafted on the corrected transaction. He has proved conclusively 

evidence, and not solely on the evidence the materiality of the alterations. I am 

as given orally to the Committee. not going to make insinuations against 
anybody, least of all against the hon. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE : Per- Member who did the publie the service 
haps ‘the ite Sailies Gil ate te of presiding over this Committee. I will 


explain for one moment. If he will look at feos che, — matter by rp 
paragraph 21 on page 7, he will seethat “22! °2e alteration 1s an untortunate 


the Committee report in these words— one, inasmuch as it is in a Report which 
has been sprung on the House at the 


wig fol bound te ere the nurprie with leventh Hour before the debate, I 
to purchase for the Government in Hungary think the noble Lord can be under 
was actually come to in April, 1900, no steps no misconception as to the painful 
had apparently been taken since 1884, etc.” impression this debaté has made on 
Then on page 65 (Q. 1€23), it will be seen the Committeee to-night and _ will 
that I put this question: ‘1886 or make on the country to-morrow. 
18872”’ As originally supplied tothe Com- The Government has had a narrow 
mittee, the answer to that was “1886”; escape, and, but for the fact that we are 
here, it is “©1896.” Then Q. 1625, as at war, I have no doubt that theineident 
originally put by me to the witness was of 1895, which set the hon. Gentle- 
“15 years old?” and the answer as man in power, might have been repeated. 
originally given, “ Yes, but itis the same The hon. Member for East Mayo has 
in all countries.” Those words do not connected with this other questions. 
low appear at all. Q. 1626: “It was We must have an inquiry into the 
not the Omdurman campaign, wasit?” management of the war as a whole, of 
the original answer to that was: ‘No; course; we have had the beginning of 
twas 1884,” I copied these words from it tonight; let us have another instal- 


E 
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ment in a full inquiry, not into the con- 
duct of the war asa whole, but into the 
management of contracts connected with 
the war. Here let me remind the Com- 
mittee that last year i pres-ed the right 
hon. Gentleman for information on this 
specific point : what was the total amount 
paid or payable under contracts connected 
with the war to contractors resident in 
South Africa. I think it is material that 
we should have that information. The 
righth on. Gentleman did not refuse to 
grant the inquiry; he stated he would 
require sometime. Six months or more 
has elapsed since the request was made ; I 
venture to repeat it to-night, and I hope 
before the debate closes we shall have 
some assurance that this information will 
be given. 

In connection with the Vote as a 
whole, I have one or two observations to 
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make. 


{ COMMONS} 


Gentleman in introducing this supple- 


In the first place, I must. press | 


. . } 
again the question addressed to the} 
Government by my right hon. friends | 


the Leader of the Opposition and the 
Member for West Monmouthshire. We 
want to know the exact military status 
of the troops under the command of the 
Prime Minister of Cape Colony. I do not 
know whether the matter is strictly 
within the four corners of the vote. but 
it is within the four corners of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech; he brought 
the subject before us, but left his ex- 
planation incomplete. One point he 
left particulary uncertain — whether 
these men were merely police on ordinary 
oceasions, and then, when called on by 
Lord Kitchener, they became part of the 
army, and were under the command of 
Lord; Kitchener. But there is one 
eritical question with regard to which we 
must have an explanation, and that is, 
whether the military duty falling on 
this fragment of the Imperial army give 
the officers of the troop the right of 
sitting in Court Martial on people 
accused of treason or murder in Cape 
Colony. 


It is a serious question, be- | 
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mentary estimate. In the four Parlia- 
mentary years during which this war 
has lasted [‘* Oh, oh!” |—yes, 1899, 1900, 
1901, and 1902, in every one of those 
years this melancholy and awful war 
has been the subject of Parliamentary 
debate, and nothing more melancholy 
do 1 know in connection with it than 
the cheerful optimism affected by the 
right hon. Gentleman to-night. He 
comes down here and _ felicitates his 
Department on that which ought to be 
its disgrace, certainly on that which is 
a calamity to the country, viz., the 
continued presence of a quarter of a 
million of men, and Ido not know how 
many horses, in South Africa, and on the 
expenditure of a sum of money which 
is as great this year as last. 


Mr. DILLON : £2,000,000 greater. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: 
£2,000,000 greater according to the 
calculation of my hon. friend,-with whom 
I agree, and equally great according to 
the right hon. Gentleman’s own calcula- 
tion. The question which occurs to me 
and which ought to occur to everybody, 
is, why has it been necessary to ask for 
this Supplementary Voteat all? Before 
we parted for the last recess, we had 
a statement on the situation by one of 
the members of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. After describing the “new 
policy” of Lord Kitchener, as he called 
it—that of blockhouses—this Minister 
said: 

“This policy has succeeded, and it has suc- 
ceeded so well that the Government, with the 
full approval of the Commander-in-Chief and of 
Lord Kitchener, believe that it will be possible 
to bring home a very considerable number of 
troops at the end of the winter campaign. The 
winter campaign may be said to be closed cer- 
taialy by the end of September.” 


cause, if that is so, it would imply that | That statement was made on August 
the officers of this colonial foree might | 2nd by. the Colonial Secretary. It 


very possibly be sitting on questions 
affecting the life or death of men who 
have been their political opponents. 
Beyond that point I do not propose 
to-night to go, except to express my 
surprise at the cheerful tone assumed— 
1 will not say affected—by the right hon. 


Mr. Edmund Roberison. 





was avowedly made on the |authority 
of the Commander-in-Chief and of 
Lord Kitchener. It must have been 
based, therefore, on opinions formed 
by those high officers somewhat ante- 
cedent in point of time to August 2nd. 
Nearly half a year has passed since the 
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estimate of the military situation was 
placed before the House and the country. 
How does it happen, then, that not 
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a man has retired from the _ staff 
of the army in South Africa, and 
that, at this moment, we have as 


large an army in the field, if not a 
larger, as at any time during the whole 
course of the war? It seems to me that 
that is the question the right hon. 
Gentleman ought to have, but has not, 
answered, and on which the Committee 
is entitled to some explanation. I am 
not going into questions of general 
policy, but in default of any explanation 
of this subject from the right hon. 
Gentleman, and disapproving as I do of 
the whole policy of which this vote 
is the expression, and disbelieving as I 
doin the capacity of the Government 
to carry out even the policy, I, for 
one, Should give them no assistance by 
voting for this Supplementary Estimate. 


*(10.30.) Mr. JAMES LOWTHER 
(Kent, Thanet) thoroughly agreed with 
most of the previous speakers as to the 
great debt of — gratitude the Com- 
mittee owed to his hon. friend the 
Member for Dulwich for having 
unearthed a grave, public scandal. 
Attempts had been made by the Com- 
mittee who inquired into the matter, 
to cast discredit on the hon. Baronet, 
but he had fully justified the criticisms 
he had made. The hon. Baronet had 
been charged with hurling grave charges 
against officers in the Army, without 
substantiating those charges. In the 
statement published in one of the news- 
papers, he was alleged to have said— 
“But it is different when a man, appointed 
by the Government to see that each animal 
purchased is sound, deliberately buys a worth- 
less beast and puts the money in his own 
pocket.”” 


That was a perfectly true statement 
onfirmed by Capt. Hartigan’s evidence. 
They were led to understand that 
a veterinary surgeon who held the rank 
of Captain, occupied the position of an 
dficer and the status of a gentleman, 
itd when the Committee slurred over 
’& lightly as could be the conduct of 
Captain Hartigan they were trying to 
‘xeuse the conduct of an officer and gen- 
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tleman in the face of his own admissions. | 


i 
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Captain Hartigan had left the public 
service and was brought back. He was 
appointed to act as veterinary surgeon, : 
the most important function with re- 
gard to remounts he could have been 
asked to perform. How did he dis- 
charge that function? He, while in the 
service of the State, appeared to have 
passed 1,500 horses, receiving 24 per 
cent. on the price. That was a gross 
scandal. The Committee in their report 
said— 

‘On March 22nd, Captain Webb left. 
Hungary for South Africa, having examined 
rome 2,300 out of the 3,800 cobs which were 
to be supplied under the contract. On the 
departure of Captain Webb, Colonel Maclean, 
with the authority of Colonel St. Quintin, 
employed Captain Ho»rtigan to examine. the 
remaining 1,500 cobs. Oa taking up this work, 
Captain Hartigan terminated his employmens 
under Mr. Lewison.” 
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Captain Hartigan, however, still retained 
his commission of 2} per cent., and 
he thought the white-washing Com- 
mittee rather outdid itself in slurring 
over this gross public scandal. The hon. 
Baronet the member for Dulwich, acting 
on his responsibility as a Member of this 
House, brought forward a charge, which 
had been proved up to the hilt, but 
instead of being cordially thanked for 
that service he was held up more or 
less to disfavour. His hon. friend, 
on the other hand, had rather under- 
rated the matter. He should have 
stood to his guns, and said that a 
captain occupying a position of re- 
sponsibility had been found to have been 
guilty of gross misconduct. 


He was an 


*Sir CHARLES WELBY : 


ex-captain long retired. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said if he 
understood the hon. Member to draw 
a distinction between the Imperial 
Yeomanry and the other departments 
of the Government, he could not follow 
him in such an attitude, and he would 
repeat that though appointed by the 
Yeomanry authorities, Capt. Hartigan 
held a commission in His Majesty’s 
All that he had to say was 
that they had to pay the bill, and, 
acting on behalf of their constituents, 
hon. Members had a right to insist on 
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the employment of honest men, and to 
protest against the doctrine laid down 
on behalf of the Yeomanry Committee, 
that they had certain delegated powers 
given to them by the Secretary of 
State, which removed them from the 
control of Parliament. But the 
Secretary of State was responsible for 
the due exercise of all those powers. 
When they were asked to vote the tax- 
payers’ money they voted it into the 
custody of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and it was an absolute scandal 
to whitewash a perzon who was in the 
position of an officer and gentleman, 
and to minimise malpractices in the face 
of the facts disclosed in the report. 
hon. Baronet the Member for Dulwich 
had earned the gratitude of the House | 
andthe country. He trusted there would | 
be no further attempt to appoint these | 
whitewashing Committees to throw dust | 
in the eyes of the House. They had | 
had enough of that. 
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*(10.40.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES, 
(Lynn Regis) said he had risen partly | 
in consequence of the remark inter- | 
polated by the Chairman of the Com- | 
mittee, because it accentuated what he | 
held to be, and would show to be, a 
most disingenuous statement on the 
part of the Committee. The Committee | 
was an official Committee; the chair 
man was an official, and every member 
except one had an official qualification. 
He would leave the character of the 
Committee and come to its actions. 
He acknowledged the candour with 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
laid on the Table this Report. The 
right hon. Gentleman was entitled to 
a great deal of credit for it. That 
act showed the straightforward method 
which he employed. But still, he (the 
hon. Member), had to draw the mora! of 
the long story they had listened to. He 
wished to call attention to a special 
part of the Report of the Committee, 


which was altogether disingenuous 
and dishonest, as he would § show 
from the evidence, and if he did 


not, he would submit to the rebuke 
which he deserved. The report said— 

“ Captain Hartigan is anex-Army Veterinary 
Officer, who retired from the service in 1881. 
In December, 1899 he, being then in no way 


Mr. James Lowther. 
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The truth. 











(Supplementary) Estimates. 


| connected with the public service, was the 
| means of introducing to Colonel St. Quintin, 
| the Remount Officer on the Imperial Yeo. 
| manry Committee, a Mr. Lewison.” 

Here Captain Hartigan was declared to 
have been in no way connected with the 
public service, and the Chairman of the 
Committee had told them that he was an. 
|“ ex-Captain long retired.” What would 
the House naturally infer from that? 
| Why! that this Captain Hortigan who 
_ had been a veterinary officer in the Army, 
/and in December, 1899, was in no way 
connected with the public service, had not 
‘since been connected with the public 
‘service. Now that was contrary to the 
If hon. Members would turn 
to page 32 of the Committee’s Re 
port they would find the evidence of 
Major General Truman, who, he was 
about to contend, was the person 
who ought to be punished, because 
he was Inspector General of Remounts, 
and therefore responsible for all/this, and 
until he was dismissed the Government 
would have done nothing. So long as 
they retained him they encouraged 
these misdeeds. It was their bounden 
duty to dismiss Major General Truman 
from the office which he so incompetently 
filled. It had been said that Captain 
Hartigan in 1899 was in no way 
connected with the public _ service, 
What did Major-General Truman know 
of Captain Hartigan? Questions 564 
and 565 of his evidence were as 
follows— 

“Sir Blundell Maple is very anxious to make 
it clear that he does not personally conneet 
himself with any charge against any British 
officer at all, but the charge, entirely apart 
from Sir Blundell Maple, contained in a 
| certain letter, is that the Army Remount 
Department was cognisant of those allega- 
| tions—of those scandals; that is to say, that 
they were cognisant of assertions that British 
| ofticers had been — in their dealings ?— 


We heard it, but until he made this public 
statement we did not consider it. There was 
no ofticial accusation made. 

“ Did that which you had heard connect 
itself with any particular name ?—I had heard 


| rumours. 
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‘* Did it connect itselfw ith Colonel Maclean! 
|—No. With Captain Webb ?—No. With 
| Captain Hartigan ?—To tell you the truth, 
, what I heard was that Lewison gave him some 
|money. Gave Hartigan ?—Yes.’” 


|Now mark what happened. In spite 
of having heard this what did Major 
|General Truman do? He _ employed 
Captain Hartigan again, or allowed him 
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to be employed. At page 30, question 
441, was this— 


Supply—Army 


“Ts Captain Hartigan now employed in your 
department —Not in my department; he is 
employed now by the Army Veterinary 
Department; he is attached now to the 
cavalry at Aldershot.” 


This was the man who had had and still 
had a commis:ion on all these frauds. The 
report of the evidence, page 50, stated 
that Captain Hartigan was called in, and 
examined by the Chairman. 
1153— 

“You are temporarily employed, as we 
understand, as Veterinary Officer with the 
ith Hussars ?--No, with the 2nd Dragoon 
Guards. I had charge of the Cavalry 
Brigade, but they thought it was too much, 
and they gave it to Civil Veterinary Surgeon 
Lunde, 7th Hussars.” 


This was in 1901, two years after the 
frauds. Here they had Captain Har- 
tigan restored in May 1900 on his return 
to a position in the army with the 2nd 
Dragoon Guards—and to this day offi- 
cially employed. 


} 
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| scandal laid bare before us. First of all, 
|an attempt has been made to. ride off 
'on the broad back of the hon. 
| Baronet the Member for Dulwich. It 
‘is in fact difficult to have patience 
| with the Committee when they say 

“thereis no ground for serious criticism ”’ 

perhaps there was ground only for 
| jocular critic sm, criticism of an amiable 
character. Then the Report goes on to 
| say— 
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‘‘But here the question arises ought the 
| Imperial Yeomanry Committee, and still more 
| ought the Remount Department to have been 
found so ill-informed as they were?” 


\[Hon. Mempers, “Read on.”] I really 
cannot read all this rubbish all through. 
|The rest is mere qualification. I have 
read the essential part of it, which is, 
|that the Committee are of opinion on 
‘the whole, that there is no ground for 
| any “serious criticism.” I say there is 
| ground not only for serious criticism 
| but for serious action. I have no doubt 
what the action should be; it ought to 
be the dismissal of Major-General 


| Truman, who has failed in his duty, and 


Smr CHARLES WELBY: I really do not | 
understand what the hon. Gentleman is | 
driving at. The only statement on this | 
point in the Report is to the effect that | 


in December 1899, Captain Hartigan | 


was not in any way connected with | 
the public service. ime 


| 
*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: It was the | 


| 


onlystatement, and that is whatI complain | 
of. Ifever there was a case of suppressio | 


veri this is one. When the Committee 


stated that this man was not then in His | 


Majesty’s service, they should have 
added that he has since been recalled to | 


in no way more conspiciously than in 
allowing the employment in the Veteri- 
nary Department of the Army of this 
man Hartigan, who he knew had received 
money from the contractor, and who had 
been allowed to pass the very horses 
on which he got a commission, and 
of whom it was proved that he had 
taken 24 per. cent. commission, which 
continues to this day. It was not 
until we shot an Admiral on the quarter 
deck of a battleship that we brought 
‘efficiency to the Navy, and it will 
|not be until those men are dismissed, 
whose misdeeds and ineapacities are 
brought home to them, that real reform 


} 


it. The Committee will see that this|f the Remount Department will be 


Report does ‘convey distinctly the im-| secured. There will not be the slightest 


: ° | ¢. 4 
pression to any ordinary reader that | chance of re‘orm so long as the findings 








this Captain Hartigan was at the time | 


of his misdeeds and had since remained | 
entirely disconnected with the pubiic| 
service. But.in spite of the knowledge | 
of his doings he has been brought back | 
into it. He was an ex-Captain then, but 
is a Captain now and _ restored to his | 
position in veterinary charge of the 2nd | 


of this tame and bleating Committee are 
accepted. 


(10.52.) Mr. BRODRICK: I must 
say a few words in reply to the speeches 
of my right -hon. friend and my hon. 
friend behind me. I think we shall do 
a great deal of harm, and greatly detract 


Dragoon Guards. I say it is the most out- from tbe advantage of this discussion if: 
mageous scandal I have ever heard of, | we pursue the subject much longer in‘ 
We have now the whole. disgraceful | the tone of my hon. friend. The Com-~ 
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mittee before whom I placed the 
allegations of the hon. Member for 
Dulwich has, by the universal testimony 
of every speaker for the last few hours, 
brought out the whole of the facts; they 
huve placed them before the House; they 
have produced a Report which, whiie 
perfectly courteous to my hon. friend 
and others, has expressed their view of 
the failures of which they complained. 
It has been seen how they were rewarded. 
They on their part gave an absolutely 
impartial statement of the facts, and I on 
my part have put before the House a 
Report which I[ was not in the least bound 
to.-produce. [Hon. MEMBERS on the 
Opposition Benches :—“‘Oh!’’] I gave 
no pledge, and asa matter of fact, part 
of the evidence came before the Com- 
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a number of specially skilled and 
expert gentlemen, called in at a 
moment of great emergency to assist 
the War Office in this particular 
| business—the Yeomanry Committee, 
Among the members composing the 
Committee were Colonel Lucas, Lord 
Valentia, Lord Lonsdale, Major Bagot, 
Lord Harris, and Colonel St. Quintin, 
all of whom possess an intimate know- 
ledge of horses. Of this body of gentle 
men it is hard of the right hon. 
Gentleman to say that the Government 
could not put off their responsibility by 
saying that such and such a Committee 
|did the work. What we wanted were 
| honest men to do the work, as the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Thanet 
said—— 
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mittee in private. I gave no pledge to| 
appoint the Committee, but I appointed | 
a Committee of very independent geutle- | 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he 


men. I hope this will be considered | did not refer to the Imperial Yeomanry’ 


seriously, for it has a serious bearing on | Committee in that connection but to the 
the further consideration of these! Departmental Committee whose report 
matters, and I regret that my hon. friend | was under consideration and also to the 
should have used such a variety of | Committee on War Contracts last year, 
depreciatory expressions out of his! which he had described as whitewashing 
extensive vocabulary concerning that | Committees. He also said that the right 
Committee, describing it as a white-| hon. Gentleman was personally respon- 
washing Committee, atame Committee, a | sible for this money the Committee of 
bleating Committee. The Committee was | Supply was voting, and that they 
composed of independent-minded Mem- | required honest men tospend the money, 
bers of the House. Their Report hid | not men like Captaim Hartigan, who had 
nothing and made light of nothing, | been receiving 24 per cent. commission. 
but brought the subject before hon. | 

Members in so serious a fashion that the | 

discussion had lasted several hours.| Mr BRODRICK: The right hon. 
So far as I am concerned I may say, | Gentleman endeavoured to persuade the 
in reference to the observations of the | Committee that there had been serious 
hon. Member for Dundee, that | remissness in the manner in which these 
have never seen the Report except in 'gentlemen had gone to work. I admit 
its present form. The correction of | that the result of their operations has 
the evidence, so far as I could gather— | been unfortunate ; but, at the same time, 
a correction in accordance, as the hon. |] think a very much larger measure of 
Baronet the Chairman of the Committee | consideration. must be given to them 
was absolutely correct in saying, with and the Government than has been 
the universal practice of Committees— | given when they were dealing with 


was merely a correction with the 
object of stating the facts as the facts 
were. This discussion was thinned 
down by my hon. iriend to a vigorous 
attack on the War Office. The whole 








an operation involving the raising of the 
business of horsé-buying in this country 
and outside by 6,000 per cent. above 
the ordinary purchase. Any private 
business which was made to exceed that 








question occured twelve months before, | of 6,000 times its size would necessarily 


| 


I was responsible for the War Office, ‘show its imperfection, and I do not 
although I am ready to take the re-/think that all the strong language 
sponsibility for it. But the operations) which has been used is justified. A 
were based on the proceedings of | great deal has been said about General 


Mr. B. rodrick. 
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Truman. General Truman’s position in | 
relation to these matters must be care- | 
fully considered ; but, on the other | 


hand, I do not think that we could find | 
a suggestion in all these horse trans- | 
actions of a tendency towards corrup- 
tion. Scant justice has been done to. 
(teneral Truman in that respect in the | 
course of the debate; for there is not 
the smallest suggestion that, although 
General Truman might have made a 
mistake in one or two places mentioned, 
he had in any way diverged from the | 
path of honour or had been an un- 
worthy officer. Complaint hasbeen 
made that General Truman allowed 
Captain Hartigan to be employed after 
he had taken a commission which might 
have been an inducement to him to 
pass horses. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said the, 
transaction was illegal, and it gave the | 
employer a right to call upon Captain | 


Hartigan to pay that money over. | 

Mr. BRODRICK: I am nota lawyer ; | 
but it was urged against General 
Truman that he had allowed Captain 
Hartigan to act as a veterinary captain 
in the Dragoon Guards temporarily. I 
have not the papers with me, but there 
is one reason why in all probability 
General Truman was satisfied that 
Captain Hartigan might be employed 
temporarily. For some time horses had 
to go untended because veterinary 
surgeons could not be obtained, and to 
secure first-rate veterinary surgeons to 
give attention to horses on board the 
transports was one of the most diffi- 
cult problems I have to grapple with. 
The debate has been primarily due to 
the action taken by the hon. Member 
for Dulwich. I am sincerely grateful 
to my hon. friend for having called 
attention to the matter, but | regret 
that the language in which my hon. 
friend conveyed the charge, and which 
differs in Zhe Times from the report in 
Hansard, was such as to create the idea 
that there was an imputation which 
he now says that he did not mean to 
convey. It was unfortunate. 

*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: It is 
exactly true what he said. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: It was not true 
What was said was this. These are the 
words used in The Times :— 


“The horses were the worst rubbish that 
could have been picked up in the streets, but 
they were sold at £25 profit each, and the 
spoils were shared by certain persons in His 
Majesty’s Service.” 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Captain 
Hartigan shared in the plunder, and he 
is now in the public service. 


Mr. BRODRICK: My hon. friend 
knows pertectly that the hon. Member 
of Dulwich disclaimed his words. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Well, he 
should not have done so, because it was 
the fact. The spoils were divided 
amongst persons one of whom it was 
admitted was an officer in His Majesty’s 
Service. 


Mr. BRODRICK: My hon. friend 
the Member for Dulwich declared that 
he did not intend to make the imputa- 
tion conveyed by his words as reported 
in The Times. That is the sole point 
at which I am at variance with my 
hon. friend; and I gladly recognise the 
assistance given by my hon. friend in 
getting at the bottom of these transac- 
tions. The explanation of the delay in 
the issue of the Report is that action 
was pending against persons who were 
accused in it, and I was advised that 
under the circumstances it would not 
be right to publish it; but the moment 
those questions were settled the Report 
was published. I would appeal to the 
Committee to consider whether any 
good purpose is served—whether it is 
for the good of the country that state- 
ments blackening the character of those 
concerned in these transactions should 
be repeated over and over again. J] am 
fully alive to the importance of exercising 
the greatest vigilance in the control of 
these contracts, and nothing that has 
been said can enhance my sense of the 
responsibility. I have not been back- 
ward, as the House is aware—though 
they are unacquainted with all the 
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cases—in using the powers that have | 
been entrusted in me. I have en- 
deavoured to prove that these contracts 
occurred solely in the pressure of one 
or two months of a tremendous crisis; 
and I ask the Committee to believe 
that the Government is as earnest .as 
any one can be to put down the 
scandals that have arisen in exceptional 
circumstances. 
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CotoneL LOCKWOOD asked whether 


his right hon. Friend could state 
what action had been taken in the 
matter. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As we are in the 
middle of very important operations in 
the buying of horses, Lord Roberts has 
sent out to South Africa two officers of 
great experience, a cavalry officer and a 
horse artillery officer, who are reviewing 
the whole of the proceedings in the 
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remount depot. Officers have also been 
sent to places abroad, where horses were 
being purchased, to see that matters are 
properly conducted. We have also ready 
a scheme for the reorganisation of the | 
Remount Department. I ask the Com- | 
mittee to place some little confidence 
in that respect. The War Office has at | 
stake, not only its own credit, but— | 
which is much more important—the | 
credit of the country, and I will under- | 
take that what can be done shall be) 


done. | 


CAMPBELL- | 


(11.14.) Sr  H. 
BANNERMAN: The right hon. | 
Gentleman appealed to the Com-| 
mittee a short time ago to consider | 
whether we were doing any good | 
to the country by blackening the! 
reputation of officers. I almost expected 
the right hon. Gentleman ta say we/| 
should be encouraging the Boers if we | 
did so. But the right hon. Gentleman | 
did not go so far as to blacken character. | 
Nobody’s character has been blackened | 
except in the ease where the character | 
has been blackened already by the con- 
duct of the person in question. I have 
not heard in any speech an imputation | 
against the personal honour and upright- | 
ness of any of the officers who_really | 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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conducted this business. There is the 
case of Captain Hartigan, but there was 
no imputation against him, because 
there is confession made by him. 
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Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: And _ he 
was continued in our employment after- 
wards, 


SIr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Captain Hartigan took this 6 per cent.— 
not only an improper thing to do, 
but, as my hon. and learned friend said, 
one which the law does not‘ admit, 
and one in which, if brought to the 
notice of the Courts, he would be com- 
pelled to refund the money. When 
these circumstances came to be known 
he was continued in the very employ- 
ment in which he was getting this 
percentage, and then he was reinstated 
in the public service, and he is at the 
present time discharging important 
military functions at Aldershot. | 
think that has come to hon. Members 
as a shock. It is perfectly evident 
that no man who has behaved as 
this officer has behaved ought to 
be employed in the public service. 

With regard to the alterations in the 
ovidence, I think the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary for War has 
not referred to what is really the key of 
the matter. When a _ witness has 
given his evidence, it 1s sent to him 
in order that he may correct it, 


'and if his corrections involve merely 


corrections of grammar, which all 
of us require, or other innocent 
alterations of that kind, the duty of the 
Secretary is to make those corrections 
without any further instructions; but if 
any alteration is made which is material, 
and which alters the sense of what the 
witness had said, it is the duty of the 
Secretary to submit that to the Chairman 
and hetakes the opinion of the Committee 
upon it if he thinks it important enough, 
in order to make sure that while the 
evidence is a correct statement of what 
the witness meant to say—what his 
real opinion was—that he should not at 
the same time get the benefit of any 
great change which was in violent con- 
flict with what he had stated through 
his own mouth to the Committee ; and 
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in that way the Committee is madeaware | 
of anyimportantchange. If that course | 
were not followed in this instance, I | 
think it must have been the fault of 
the Secretary to the Committee, because I 
am sure the Chairman would have done 
his duty in the matter. 


Sir, I think that the most important 
fact in the whole matter, even more 
important than the misconduct of 
Captain Hartigan, is that this important 
and expensive transaction was entrusted 
to men, who, with most perfect honour 
and with great knowledge of their pro- 
fession, having commanded regiments 
and so on, were not qualified men to 
conduct such a large matter of business. 
Both the Remount Department and the 
officers sent out, neglected altogether to 
consult the Military Attaché at Vienna. 
He was a man who, I have no doubt, 
had a perfect knowledge, not only of 
the capabilities of the country, the best 
channels which ought to be followed, | 
and other circumstances, but he was not 
consulted at all. That I consider was 
a gross neglect of duty, or misdirection 
on the part of some one, and I cannot 
think that the Remount Department 
did its duty on that important point. 
Only the other day, when we were 
dealing with the London telephones, we 
found that a great number of local 
authorities, who were well informed as | 
to the wants of the public, were not) 
consulted, and that a bargain, which | 
might have been good or bad, was made 
behind their backs. Here we have in 
Vienna a Military Attaché, whose prin- | 
cipal business is to make himself in- | 
formed on these very questions, in order | 
that he may make himself of use to | 
his country, and he is ignored and set | 
aside. That was a great mistake, and | 
ii it had not been made, a great deal of | 
the money would have been saved. The 
right hon. Gentleman assures us vend 
a change will be made in the Depart- | 
ment, and that some system will be | 
adopted which will obviate the risk 
of such a mistake being made in 
future. But coming back to the 
question which has most agitated 
the minds of the right hon. Gentle- | 
men opposite and the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn, namely the misconduct 
of one officer, I agree’ with them that the | 
Officer ought not to be in the public | 
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service; but I also agree that there is 
not a trace nor shadow of suspicion that 
any of the other officers employed, had 
been resorting to the same practices. 
There is not a tittle of evidence in that 
direction. I add my tribute of thanks to 
the hon. Member for Dulwich for having 


(Supplementary) Estimate. 


| brought this matter forward. It is always 


a dangerous thing, at a time like this, 
when we are engaged in a great war, to 
point out any great faults which are 
being committed because we are told we 
are playing into the hands of the enemy. 
The hon. Member was not afraid of that, 
but he has got a rap over the knuckles 
from the Committee which, I think, they 
might have spared him. I do not think 
that he deserves any such word as that 
which the Chairman of the Committee 
applied to him—‘ reprobation ”—I do not 
see how that can apply to him, as he has 
substantially proved all that he said, and 
Ithink that the thanks of the country 
are due to him. 





* (11.23.) CoLonet BLUNDELL (Lan- 
cashire, Ince.): The hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn assumed that Major-General 
Truman was responsible for the re- 
employment of Captain Hartigan, but 
Major-General Truman is not the chief 
veterinary surgeon, and probably had 
nothing whatever to do with it. With 
regard to the Remount Department, 
knowing nothing about the prices of 
horses in Austria and Hungary, one 
must recollect that many years ago 
it wa sthought that we should buy 
many of our remounts from Austria 
and Hungary. The horses were tried, 
I think in the 3rd Hussars, ‘but, 
though well bred and_ nice-looking, 
they were slight, and the market was 
given up, for various reasons, in favour 
of Canada and other countries. 


(11.25.) Mr. NORVAL HELME 
(Lancashire, Lancaster) said : The Govern- 
ment cannot complain that we on this 
side of the House had failed in vot- 
ing money, in order that the national 
interests of the country might be sup- 
ported, so he claimed that in criticising the 
methods of expenditure hon. Members 
were entitled to a careful and respectful 
hearing. He was not going into the 
question of the supply of horses at any 
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length, and would merely mention that | necessary supplies, objected to the 
he had a letter from a prominent sup-| system of waste which had become so 


porter of the Government enclosing @ | notorious. He maintained that if the 
letter from a New Zealand gentleman : ‘ 

: : Government were anxious to retain 
making a very strong case against the | ; 
Government for giving preference to | the confidence of the country, which 
South American horses as against better ! was given to them at the general elec- 
horses from the Colonies, which could | tion, it was high time that they should 
be purchased at much lower prices. | set about putting their house in order; 
He was not surprised that there | otherwise the country would look to 
should be difficulty in the purchase | 
. : others to put an end to the wasteful 
of horses in a country with the language | di hich i 

, ‘ | yas. causing a 
of which the remount officer was not ac-|CXPenaiture which was causing 


quainted, but in the forage department— | Chancellor of the Exchequer such 


for which a million was now asked,— | 22*!¢ty and the Taxpayers loss. There- 

there was no such excuse, and there | fore he ventured to ask the noble Lord 
7 ? . - . 

ought, at all events, to have been a| look into the question of supplies. 


more careful effort on the part of the | obtained at home as well as abroad; 


Government to provide at ordinary | his only desire being that the War Office 


market prices the items under the head of | should get the best possible value and 
‘forage. Why, for instance, should agents | avoid wasteful expenditure. 
have been allowed to go into the country 
to td , la al yy 
purchase bran, who were not able mi. (11:30.) Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS 
buy on the home exchanges at the ordinary ,, : sailed 
“, (Westminster) desired to ask one or two 
market value of the day. The noble Lord ° : 
questions. The Committee would be 
had undertaken to rearrange the system ai : : 
: familiar withthe name of a certain con- 


: os eo — - tractor Hauser. Hauser was the horse. 
ee ee dealer who purchased horses at an 
would ask the noble Lord to extend the vena guise of 810, col thems tot 008 
inquiry into the question of purchasing | we Lewieon, whe, mm em, tenivel for 
forage on the home market. The; them £33 16s. 8d. from the British 
ae ee eee i ae Government. Those horses, as must be 
could rely, and when it found a case, (of . a 
which he would give the noble Lord par- | peta — rsh aengpticregeD tt a 
. , - Pat | the Committee, were dangerous rubbish ;. 
ticulars)as ina large purchaseof bran—of dey te ilad, satina, avail 
which he had heard, where 25 per cent. | broken-winded, afflicted with malanders 


more than the market price was quoted, and galanders ; and there were sixty 
he thought it was time that the) 











G oaks aa al th mares heavy in foal for our troops to 
rover ; 
Gro nment should overhaul the system. ‘idiilinthee cana | Win teva iam 


ete a oo je be a lost art. 'was made with this man Hauser, and 
tvidently , -| 
y when the Government ad ‘then, four months afterwards— 


mitted that administration and con- | 
sequent waste, it was ‘~o| ‘The Inspector-General of Remounts havin 
it . ny ee consulted Colonel MacLean, and having obtained 


it, or at any rate from these benches to | from him a satisfactory account of the manner 
: - _» | in which Hauser was carrying out Lewison’s. 
make the attempt. His hon. friends Imperial Yeomanry contract, made another 


‘around him, while supporting the | caer with Hauser on behalf of the we 
Mv. Norval Hele. 
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But that was not all. In January, 
1901, nearly a year after the second 
contract— 

‘* A further contract was made with Hauser 
for 5,346 cobs for Mounted Infantry.” 
The question he desired to ask was 
whether they had got rid of Hauser, 
or whether any contract with Hauser 
was still running, and, if so, what pre- 
cautions were being taken to guard 
against any such results as had already 
been exposed. The question was of 
importance, because buying operations 
were still going on in Austro-Hungary. | 
There were other questions he desired 
to ask, but he would confine himself to | 
one, which he thought was of real | 
importance. In the present war the_ 
Government had had an opportunity | 
absolutely unparalleled in its character 
and extent of finding out the qualities 
—the serviceableness and utility—for | 
army purposes, of horses drawn from | 
different parts of the world. Had! 
there been, throughout the war, | 
any system of reporting or recording | 
the performances of the horses from | 
different countries? Such a record of | 
their endurance, speed, and general | 
utility for army purposes, would not | 
be a difficult thing to keep, 
it would be exceedingly valuable for | 


and | 


future reference. If no such record | 
had been kept, it was not too late| 


even now, to institute one. 


*(11.37.) CoLoneL LEGGE(St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) asked who was the 
ofticer immediately responsible for Cap- 
tain Hartigan’s present appointnient. 


There appeared to be an impression in 
the Commiteee that General Truman 
was the officer responsible; but General 
Truman 





was Inspector-General of | 
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, Remounts, and, as far as his military 
experience went, the Inspector-General 


of Remounts had nothing to do with 
the appointment of veterinary surgeons. 
He further desired to know, whether, 
that had 
made, it was proposed to retain Captain 


after the disclosures been 


Hartigan in his position. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
that, the hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
having imputed to the Chairman of the 
Horse Purchase Committee a suppressio 
vert, it was only right that he, as a 
member of the Committee, should state 
that any witness whom members of the 
Committee expressed a desire to have 
examined, or any evidence they asked 
to be placed at the disposal of the Com- 
mittee, the Chairman made every en- 
deavour to secure. There was every 
desire to get at the truth. 


(11.40.) Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, 
Peckham) said it was very evident that 
Captain Hartigan was a gentleman who. 
ought not to be entrusted with any 
further by the 
military authorities or by His Majesty’s. 
Government. At the same time, there 
was one point that appeared not to 
have been considered, viz., that if any- 
body went into the market to make 
large purchases, whether of horses or 
anything else, and let it be known that 
he was going to make those purchases, 
he would naturally have to give a 
higher price than if he went and bought 
in the ordinary way. As to the re- 
marks of the hon. Member for West- 
minster, it was practically impossible: 
to buy 40,000 horses clean in every 
limb, and it was wellknown that curves. 
were really no detriment at all—[{‘‘ Oh.”’}, 


employment, either 
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*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: But I also | Government, they were not expressing 
‘referred to blind and broken - winded | approval of the practices which had been 


horses. | disclosed. 
| 


Mr. BANBURY said that was another) Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
matter, but small deficiencies, such as shiré, Eifion,) asked if the right hon. 
curves, were of little importance. Gentleman would take into consideration 

the desirability of continuing in the 

(11.43.) Mr. BROMLEY DAVEN- service of His Majesty the officers who 
PORT (Cheshire, Macclesfield) said he | Were duped by Captain Hartigan. 
was less concerned about the man_ 

Hauser, than about the future career! THe CHAIRMAN rose to put the 
of Captain Hartigan, and he asked for | Question. 

an assurance that this officer, if the | 

right hon. Gentleman was satisfied that, yp TP. O’CONNOR (Liverpool, 
he had been guilty of receiving improper Scotland) said, on a point of order, 
commissions, would not be continued | that the hon. Member for Westminster 
in His Majesty's service. had risen to address the Committee. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkaldy Burghs)| x Mr. BURDETT - COUTTS said he 
asked whether any portion of the Vote merely wished to ask if the right hon. 
Gentleman would kindly answer his 


questions. 


under discussion was for the remunera- 
tion of Captain Hartigan. 


Mr. BRODRICK said he had already 


informed the Committee that he would 


Mr. BRODRICK said he must ask 
for notice. If it wasimpossible for him to 


|say at the moment what persons had 


He had not t 2S) ¢ rith | 
not the necessary Papers with  sacebine itl ae Sista 


him, and therefore, seeing the appoint- | 


look into the cases of all the officers. 


ment was made some months before | 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL asked 
whether there would be inquiries into 
conduct in connection with other con- 
tracts similar to that which had been 


| as . sf k. 
Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said that | Ui#losed in the Blue-boo 


under ordinary circumstances, many | 


he was responsible, he could not say | 
who appointed Captain Hartigan to his 
temporary duty at Aldershot. 


Mr. BRODRICK was understood to 
say that such inquiries would certainly 
be held, if grounds for them were 
established. 


sitting on that side of the House would 
have felt it their duty to record a 
protest by supporting a reduction of the 
Vote, at any rate, by the amount of 
‘Captian Hartigan’s remuneration. They ! 
would not, however, be parties to cur- | Mr: DILLON said he wished to give 
tailing the sinews of war, but it should | notice that he would put a Question to 
be understood that in supporting the | the right’ hon: Gentleman very soon as 
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to whether he would hold an inquiry | 


into the meat contract. 


Mr. BRODRICK said he did not 
think that any case whatever had been 
made out for such an inquiry. The 
contract was at the lowest figure and 





had effected an enormous saving to the | 
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Mr. PIRIE said he would put a 
Question to the First Lord of the 
Treasury on Monday, asking whether, in 
consequence of the disclosures they had 
heard, it was not time to carry out the 
promise which had been given to 
institute an inquiry into the conduct of 


| the war, and he hoped that a favourable 





country. 


| answer would be given. 


| 
{ 
| 
| 


Mr. DILLON said he was not| (11-48.) Question put. 
referring to the recent ‘contract, but to | 


the company which was compelled to | 


The Committee divided; Ayes 159 ; 


refund £50,000 after having made a Noes. 56. (Division List, No 11.) 


profit of one million. 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex.F, | Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Elliott, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 


Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud | Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Long,Col.Charles W. (Evesham 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


| 


Finch, George H. 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Finlwy, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Longsdale, John Brownlee 
| Fisher, William Hayes 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplain, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 





FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- | 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue } 
Flower, Ernest | 
Forster, Henry William | 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S. W.) | 
Galloway, Wiiliam Johnson | 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (City of Lon. | 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbt. John | 
Gordon, Hn. J. E. (Elgin & Nairn | 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) | 
Greene, Sir E. W.(B’ryS. Ed’nds | 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray | 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord G.(Mi’x | 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nderry | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Nerval Watson | 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter | 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) | 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James(Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cummin 
M’Calmont,Col. H. L. B. (Cambs 
M’Iver,Sir Lewis (Ed’burgh W 


| Manners, Lord Cecil 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn. SirH.E. (Wig. 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfries-sh 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T. 
Mildmay, Francis Bigham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire} 
Morgan, DavidJ. (Walth’mst’w 


| Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Murray, Rt. Hn, A. G. (Bute) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury, 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| Plummer, Walter RB. 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Price, Robert John 


Purvis, Robert 


| Randles, John S. 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon, C. Thomson 


| Robertson, Herbt. (Hackney) 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
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Scott, Sir S. (Marlebone, W.) | 
Seely,Capt.J.E.B. (Isle of Wi’t) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 


(11.58.) NAVY (SUPPLEMENTARY) 
ESTIMATES, 1901-02. 


| Thornton, Percy M. 
| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | Wylie, Alexander 


‘COMMONS } 


Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E.) ; Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr | Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
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Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Tauntn 
Welby,SirCharles G. E. (Notts) 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lahouckere, Henry 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M’Govern, T. 

M’Hugh, Patrick A. 
M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.John P. (GalwayN.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary. N.) 


O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) | 


progress ; 
ext. 


Motion made, and question proposed, | 


“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- | 
ceeding £200,000 be granted to His | 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Dowd, John 

| O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, -james 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

| Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 

| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 

| Roche, John 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

| White, Patrick (Meath, Notth) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


to sit again upon Monday 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN in 





Majesty, to defray the charge which will | 
come in course of payment during the | ™0V!78 the adjournment of the House 
year ending on the 31st day of March, | said that it might be for the convenience 
: of the House that he should state that he 


1902, for additional expenditure on the | 
had laid the Civil Service Supplementary 


following Navy Services, viz :— 
Estmates that day, but they would not be 


Vote 8, Sec. 3. Shipbuilding, ; : 
Repairs, Maintenance, circulated until next week. They were 
&c.—Contract Work 150,000 | . 

Vote 11. Miscellaneous in the form adopted last year. 

Effective Services 50,000 
Total . + £200,000 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Js it all one 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron Estimate ? 


Waldon) moved to report progress, and, 
it being midnight, the Chairman left the) Mz. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 


Chair to make his Report to the House. | Sir. 


Resolution to be reported 
Monday next, Committee also report 


upon Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve 


o’clock till Monday next. 
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157 Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 5:1 February, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


{3 Fesruary 1902} 





BRISTOL CORPORATION BILL [u.1.], | 
Presented and read 1°. 


CHARING CROSS, HAMMERSMITH, AND 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. | 
2.) BILL [H.1.] 
Presented and read 1% | 
EDGWARE AND HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY | 
BILL [u.1.] | 


Presented, and read 1% 


KINGS’ ROAD RAILWAY (PUTNEY | 
EXTENSION) BILL [a1] 


Presented, and read 1*. 


LIVERPOOL CATHEDRAL BILL [H.1.] 
Presented, and read 1*. 


MARGATE CORPORATION WATER BILL 
[H.L. ] 
Presented, and read 1*. — 
BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO RAIL- 
WAY BILL [H#.1.] 
Presented; read 1°; and referred to | 


the Examiners. 


BRADFORD-on-AVON,GAS BILL [H.1.] 


Presented; read 1*; and referred to | 
the Examiners. 


>: GREAT NORTHERN AND STRAND RAIL- 
WAY BILL [H.1.] 


Presented; read 1*; and referred to 
the Examiners. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. 2.) 
BILL [H.1. ] 
Presented ; read 1°; and referred to 
the Examiners. 


NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY 
(KINGSTON-UPON-HULL) BILL [4.1.] 
Presented ; read 1*; and referred to 


the Examiners. 


NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY 
(MANCHESTER AREA) BILL [H.L.] 
Presented; read 1*; and referred to 

the Examiners. 


VOL. CII. 
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PLYMOUTH, DEVONPORT, AND SOUTH- 
WESTERN JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L.] 

Presented; read 1*; and referred to 
the Examiners. 


SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT-« 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS BILL 
[H.L.] 

Presented ; read 1°; 
the Examiners. 


and referred to 


SUTTON BRIDGE DOCK BILL [u.t.] 


Presented ; read 1*; and referred to 
| the Examiners. 


SWINDON UNITED GAS BILL [H.1.] 


Presented; read 1"; and referred to 


| the Examiners. 


TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [H.1.] 


Presented; read 1*; and referred to 


the Examiners. 


AND SHILDON DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [1.1] 


Presented; read 1*; and referred to 


| the Examiners. 


_WEST AND SOUTH LONDON JUNCTION 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.] 

A petition of President, &e., of Sts 
| George's Hospital, praying for leave to 
| present a petition, praying to be heard 
by counsel against the Bill, although 
the time limited by Standing Order No. 
192, for presenting such petition, has 
| expired; read, and ordered to lie on the 
|Table; and Standing Order No. 92 to 
| be considered to-morrow in order to its 
pee dispensed with in respect of the 
said petition. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY. 

Return showing the numbers of troops 
and horses that have embarked for South 
Africa from 1st January, 1900 to 31st 
December, 1901. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 
Returns of accidents and casualties as 
reported to the Board of Trade by the 
several railway companies in the United 
Kingdom, during the nine months ending 
30th September, 1901, in pursuance of 


F 
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“the Regulation of Railways Act (1871) ; | ton; read 1*; and to be printed. 
together with reports of the inspecting [N° 10.] 


officers, asssistant inspecting officers, and | 


sub-inspectors of the Railway Depart- 
ment to the Board of Trade upon certain 
accidents which were inquired into. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS.) 
Return for the month of November, 
1901. 


MISCELLANEOUS, NO. 1. (1902). 
Reports from His Majesty's represen- 
tatives in foreign countries respecting 
the methods of taking divisions in legis- 
lative assemblies, and the number and 
duration of the sittings. 


TRADE REPORTS. 


1. Miscellaneous Series, No. 572, 
Wiirtemberg (higher, middle, and lower 
schools). 

China 


2. Annual Series, No. 2741, 


(Ssumao and Mengtse). 


Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


: UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889. 

Abstract of accounts for the Uni- 
versity of St. Andrews for the year 
ended 30th September, 1901, being the 
annual report on the state of the finances 
of the university under the provisions 
of section 30 of the Act: Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act) and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 

PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL [H.1.] 

A Bill for the registration of plumbers 
—Was presented by the Lord Glenesk ; 
read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 
2* on Monday next. (N° 8.) 

LIGHT LOAD LINE BILL [1.1] 

A Bill to supplement the law relating 

to load lines on merchant ships—Was 


presented by the Lord Muskerry ; read . 
; : | portion. 


[N° 9.] 


VACCINATION ACT, 1898, AMENDMEN 
BIULL [H.L. }. 


A Bill to amend the Vaccination Act, 


1"; and to be printed. 


Meat Supplies for the Troops in South 
Africa 


e 


EarL CARRINGTON: My Lords, I 


'beg to ask the noble Lord the Under 
| Secretary of State for War what portion 


of the meat supplies for the British troops 
in South Africa has been procured from 


| Argentina ; on what authority was the 
statement made that Australia and New 


Zealand were unable to furnish adequate 
supplies of meat for this purpose; and 
whether the contracts from the Argen- 
tine cannot be cancelled in view of the 
protests of the Premiers of New South 
Wales and New Zealand. 


SECRETARY or 
(Lord RaGuay): 


UNDER 
For WAR 


*THE 
STATE 


| My Lords, there’ has been no statement as 


to the sources from 


to the insufficiency of Australiaand New 
Zealand to meet the requirements of the 
troops in South Africa, and no contract 
has been made for the supply of meat from 
the Argentine. Perhaps it may be agree- 
ableto the noble Earl if I give him the 
information I have been able to obtain as 
regards the history of these contracts. 
Hitherto the arrangements for the 
supply of meat to the army in South 
Africa have been made by the military 
authorities on the spot. They have 
included three consecutive contracts 
with the Cold Storage Company, the 
last of which will not expire until the 
31st of March next. These contracts, as 
usual, have contained no stipulation as 
which the meat 
should be drawn, but, of necessity, a 
very large portion of the supplies has 
consisted of frozen mutton from 
Australia and New Zealand. It is 
believed that, in the course of the two 
and a third years during which the 


'contracts have been running, a certain 


amount of Argentine beef has also been 


‘supplied, but as the contracts have 


been worked entirely at the front it 
would be difficult to say in what pro- 
In November last the Secre- 
tary of State decided, after consulting 
Lord Kitchener, that in view of the 
more settled state of affairs the time 
had come when an attempt should be 


~1898—Was presented by the Lord New-| made to secure a wider competition for 





ret 
am 
mi 
the 
Ge 
mi 
sta 
suy 
ent 
Col 
offe 
On 
pro 
me: 
par 
the 
trib 
The 
WOr 
dica 
nect 
Zeal 
afte 
fina 
of 
tenc 
ae 
tain 
fron 
the 
meat 
sup] 
ot t 
how 
slen 
in W 
pe SSI 
from 
prefe 
furt] 
ham) 
tion 
and, 
tend 
have 
in tl 
that 
prote 
New 
every 
ably 


160 


ited. 


uth 
“Ce | 


oder 
tion 
0s 
rom 

the 
New 
uate 
and 
gen- 

the 
uth 


OF 
AN): 
it as 
New 
the 
ract 
rom 
Treée- 
the 
n as 
cts. 
the 
uth 
tary 
lave 
acts 
the 
the 
3, as 
n as 
neat 
y, &@ 
has 
rom 
is 
two 
the 
tain 
een 
ave 
bat 
pro- 
cre- 
Hing 
the 
ime 
be 
for 





161 Questions. {3 Fesruary 1902} Questions. 162 


this important supply. Tenders were/supply;of meat from British Colonies. 
therefore invited by advertisement and|If the prices charged are reasonable, 
otherwise, not only in South, Africa,|they should furnish the bulk of the 
but also in this country and in the | requirements under the coming contracts 
Colonies of Australia and New Zealand. 

No steps were taken as regards the}; Earn CARRINGTON: I am much 
Argentine. The tenders were made | obliged to the-noble Lord for his state- 
returnable in this country, in order, | ment, which will be received with great 
amongst other things, that the Colonies | interest and satisfaction, not only in 
might have the opportunity of putting this country but in the Colonies. As 
their offers through the various Agents- he has been so good as to give me such 
General, and that the Secretary of State full information, I would ask him if he 
might be in possession of all the cireum- can supplement that information by 
stances before the new contract for the answering the following Questions. If 
supply from the Ist of April next was it is not convenient to answer them now 
entered into. In the interests of the I will give notice, but I should be 
Colonies, it was specially announced that | much obliged if he would let the House 
offers by cable would be considered. know what is the contract price per 
Only three tenders were received, which | lb. in the Government contract with the 
provided for the distribution of the South African Supply and Cold Storage 
meat to the troops. This is an essential ; Company, which, as the noble Lord 
part of the contract, which is not for knows, made a million of profit on the 
the supply of meat only, but for its dis- transaction last year. I should also like 
tribution to the troops on the spot. very much to know what is the contract 
The lowest of these was from a firm price with Messrs. Bergl & Co., the 
working in association with a syn-| company taking the present contract. 
dicate having close and intimate con- No doubt the ncble Lord is aware that 
nections with Australia and New Mr. Bergl is the person who, on May 
Zealand. The Secretary of State, 22nd, 1901, was fined £10 at the Liver- 
after satisfying himself fully as to the pool Police Court for selling meat falsely 
financial standing and general capability described as coming from New Zealand, 
of the first named, accepted their and that on that occasion the Magistrate 
tender. observed : 

The original tenders, as usual, con- | «Phe fact that the tin label ‘Prime Canter- 
tained no stipulation as to the sources bury’ attached to the lamb was a misrepre- 
from which the meat should be drawn, sentation and a false trade description.” 
the condition being merely that frozen The noble Lord has told us that the 
meat and fresh meat should each be contract made no stipulation us to the 
supplied at a price to the satisfaction place of origin, and I understand him 
of the military authorities. Before, to say that the undertaking in writing 
however, the contract was finally by the contractors in this last contraet 
siened, an undertaking was obtained that Colonial meat should, as far as 
in writing to the effect that, as far as possible, be imported, was made before 
possible, the supplies should be drawn | the protest of the Prime Ministers of 
from Australia and New Zealand in New Zealand and New South Wales was 
preference tothe Argentine. Anything received. 
further than this would have unduly 
hampered the contractors in the execu- 
tion of this most important contract, 
and, if inserted as a condition when| Ear. C: ARRINGTON: I should be 
tenders were invited, would probably | glad if the noble Lord could give me an 
have resulted in a very large increase | assurance that this was put into the 
in the prices quoted. It will be seen ; original contract, and not inserted after 
that there were no grounds for any | the protests that were cabled out from 
protests from New South Wales and | th» Premiers of New South Wales and 
New Zealand; but that, on the contrary, | New Zealand. If he is not disposed to 
everything has been done which reason- | answer these Questions off-hand, I beg to 
ably could be done to encourage the | give notice that at the next sitting of 


| F2 


*Lorp RAGLAN: So I am informed. 
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your Lordship’s House I shall put them | owing to indisposition: Whereupon the 
on the Paper. Chairman of Ways and Means came to the 
| Table, and after Prayers, took the Chair 
*LorD RAGLAN: I shall be glad to|as Deputy Speaker, pursuant to the 
have notice of the Questions. Standing Order. 
a) ie | PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The evidence taker before the Select | FO 
Committee from time to time to be! PRIVATE BILLS [Lords.] 
printed, but no copies to be delivered | a laid oii 
except to members of the Committee | p41, Renrt Po the Yl, sae of 
until further order [No. 11.] Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 





PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE. respect of the Bills comprised in the List 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1999 reported by the Chairman of Ways and 


a3 , wmrise | Means as intended to originate in the 
‘ ialogyeeel eg ae eae House of Lords, they have certified that 
a ie a t . snr ° ys ly — this | the Standing Orders have been complied 
rder has been regularly moved as a/ yup; 4 e aie ites 
at 8 k ‘ | with in the following cases, viz :— 
a ree on s 5 Your) Manchester District Telephone Board. 
ordships will agree that as 10 has tO be; = Whitstable Improvement. 
renewed every session it had better be | , 
introduced into the Standing Orders, |PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
| ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 


Moved, as a new Standing Order: All| yp. Deputy Speaker laid upon the 


petitions deposited at the Office of the | 
Secretary for Scotland, pursuant to) 
General Orders in favour of or against a | 
Draft Provisional Order shall, on trans- | 


Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
the Standing Orders have not been com- 





mission from the Office of the Secretary 
for Scotland, be received as if duly 
deposited in favour of or against the 
substituted Bill —(7he Earl of Morley.) | 


lied with, viz:— 
Sheffield, Rotherham, ard Bawtry 
Railway Bill. 


“ : | Ordered, That the Report be referred 
: on gy chs tase eet | to the Select Committee on Standing 
o th | Standing C 8; to be) Orders. 
numbered 1894; and to be printed. | ‘ 
[No. 12.] | PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS [Lords] 
| (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED 


WITH). 
Mr. Deputy Speaker laid upon the 


CREMATION BILL [u.t.] 
‘“s,House in Committee (according | 
order) ; Page ge ae a Bill “gf | Table Report from one of the Examiners 
committed to the Standing Committee ; | °¢ Patisives for Private Wille, That. ia Gs 
and to be printed as amended. [No. 13.]|°. = ° et ee ee 

case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
Honse adjourned at five minutes originating in the Lords, the Standing 
before Five o'clock, till To- | Orders have not been complied with, viz:— 
morrow, half-past Ten o’elock. Saddleworth, Springhead, and Lees 
Tramways Bill. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 3rd February, 1901. 
The House met at Three of the clock. 
MR. SPEAKER’S INDISPOSITION. SUPPLY). 
The House being met, the Clerk Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


Assistant at the Table informed the House | in by Mr. John Burns, Sir Samuel Scott, 
of the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker | Mr. Lough, and Dr. Macnamara. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ELECTRIC 
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165 Private Bill 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. John Burns, Mr. Lough, and 
Dr. Macnamara. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SUBWAYS 
AND TRAMWAYS). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. John Burns, Sir John Dickson- 
Poynder, and Mr. Peel. 


LONDON WATER PURCHASE. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. John Burns, Mr. Lough, Mr. 
Sydney Buxton, Mr. Stuart Samuel, and 
Dr. Macnamara. 


WEST HAM GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Major Banez and Mr. David Morgan. 


YORK CORPORATION. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Butcher and Mr. Wilson-Todd. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAILWAYS 
AND HARBOURS. 
Petition for Bill; referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders. 


EASTBOURNE CORPORATION BILL. 


“To make further and better provision 
for the improvement, health, and good 
government of the borough of FKast- 
bourne ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 


LEAMINGTON CORPORATION BILL. 


“To make further and better pro- 
vision in regard to the health, local 
government, and improvement of the 
borough of Royal Leamington Spa; to 
repeal part of The Leamington Cor- 
poration Act, 1896; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be 
read a second time. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
TRAMWAYS BILL 


{To authorise the Corporation of 
Manchester to construct additional 


tramways in the city ; to empower the 
Corporation to purchase a short length 
of tramway beyond the city, and to 
confer upon the Corporation running 
powers over certain other tramways 


{3 Fepruary 1902 } 
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boyond the city; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; to be read a 
second time. 


Business. 


NORWICH CORPORATION 
(ELECTRICITY, &c.) BILL. 

“To authorise the transfer of the 
undertaking of the Norwich Electricity 
Company, Limited, to the Corporation 
of Norwich;and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time. 


READING GAS BILL. 

“For consolidating the capital of the 
Reading Gas Company for enabling that 
Company to raise additional capital ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 

SHEPTON MALLET GAS BILL. 

“For incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Shepton Gas Company,” 
read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 
SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAMROAD 


ILL. 

‘For extending the time limited for 
the acquisition of land and completion 
of works under The Southport District 
Tramroad Act, 1899, and TheSouth Ort 
and Lytham Tramroad Act, 1900; for 
authorising the issue of preferred and 
deferred half shares; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


WOLVERHAMPTON CORPORATION 
WATER BILL. 

“To empower the Corporation of 
Wolverhampton to construct additional 
waterworks, and to make further pro- 
vision in regard to their water under- 
taking; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; to be read a second tiie. 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
Mayor, Alderman, and Burgesses of the 
county borough of Huddersfield with 
respect to waterworks and _ other 
matters; to provide for the transfer of 
the Technical College and the Lockwood 
Mechanics’ Institution to the Corpora- 
tion, and to make further provisions for 
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the health and good government of the 
borough; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time. 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petition from Stafford, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS 
SUPERANNUATION. 
Petition from Bromley, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against; from Staveley; 
Wimbledon ; and Codford ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 


Petition from Wimbledon, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 


Copy presented, of Returns of Accidents 
and Casualities as reported to the Board 
of Trade by the several Railway Com- 
panies in the United Kingdom during 
the nine months ending 30th September 
1901, together with Reports of the 
Inspecting Officers, Assistant Inspecting 
Officers, and Sub-Inspectors of the Rail- 
way Department to the Board of Trade 
upon certain Accidents which were in- 
quired into [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLIES IN FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES (MISCELLANEOUS, No. 1, 
1902). 

Copy presented, of "Reports from His 

Majesty’s Representatives in Foreign 


Countries respecting the methods of 
taking Divisions in Legislative Assem- 
blies, and the number and duration of 
the Sittings [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 

Copy presented, of Return of Proceed* 
ings during the month of November 
1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Estimates presented, for the year 
1902-3, with Explanation of Differences 
[by Command]; Referred to the Com- 
mittee of Supply, and to be printed. 
[No. 40.] 


NAVY (STATEMENT EXPLANATORY OF 
ESTIMATES). 

Copy presented, of Statement of the 

First Lord of the Admiralty explanatory 

of the Navy Estimates, 1902-3 [by Com- 





mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2741 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLAN EOUS 
SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 572 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk Assistant— 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY OF 
LANCASTER). 
Further Return relative thereto 
[ordered 8th August, 1898; Mr Grant 
Lawson] ; to be printed. [No. 41.] 


TELEPHONE EXCHANGES. 


Return ordered, ‘‘ giving the names 
of all Telephone Exchanges of the Post 
Office in the United Kingdom, with the 
date of opening, the number of sub- 
scribers on each Exchange on the 31st 
day of December 1899, 1900, and 1901, 
and the tariff.” —(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS (PEM- 
BROKE AND HAVERFORD.) 


Ordered, That the Copy of the Judge’s 
Report inthe Pembroke and Haverford 
Election Trial [presented 22nd February, 





1901] be printed. [No. 42.]—(Mr. 
Attorney General.) 
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CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS upon His Majesty’s Indian subjects in 
(ISLINGTON). |districts until lately known as the 
Ordered, That the Copy of the Judge’s| Transvaal and Orange River Colony; 
Report in the Islington Election Trial | whether the Boer regulations are still 
presented 5th March, 1901] be printed. | enforced by the British officials in those 
No. 43.}—(Mr. Attorney General.) Colonies ; and will he use his influence 
cxsiiiaaitiiiitts i alii sia to induce the authorities in Natal and 
d ‘(S (MON- | in the Cape Colony to revise the re- 
MOUTH BOROUGHS) | strictions a fixed locations in which 
Ordered, That the Copy of the Judge’s | Indians must live in certain towns, and 
Report in the Monmouth Boroughs | other alleged grievances, which have been 
Election Trial [presented 24th April, | explained to him in various memorials. 
1901] be printed. [No. 44.]} (Jr. 
Attorney General.) | Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
bled | THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The matter was 
(3.33.) QUESTIONS. | discussed with Lord Milner, but, as I 
{informed the hon. Member for Bethnal 
|Green, N.E., on 15th July last, I was 


South African War—Inqguiry into |-obliged to reserve it for consideration 
Conduct of the War. |after Lord Milner’s return to South 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): | beg to, Africa, and he has not yet been able, 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury, | in the multiplicity of affairs calling for 
whether he will now consider the ad- his attention, to deal with the question, 
visability of instituting, in accordance but he informed me a few days ago 
with the promise made some time ago, | that he hopes to address me on this 
a general inquiry into the administra- subject soon. Meanwhile the legislation 
tion of the various Departments respon-| of the late Government is in force, al- 
sible for the conduct of the war. 'though some modifications have been 

introduced into the administration. I 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- do not think it desirable at present to 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man-| make any representations to the self- 
re E.): I have nothing really to governing Colonies. 
add to the many answers which I have ’ 
given on this subject. The position Land Mortgages 7 the Annexed 
remains, as far as I know, unchanged Republics. ; 
from what it was this time last year. © Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 

| E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, | for the Colonies, whether there have 
S.): The war was over then. been any foreclosures of mortgages in 

| the Transvaal and Orange River Colony 
Peace Negotiations—Anglo-Dutch Papers. since Lord Milner’s proclamation of 9th 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): | October, permitting the recovery of 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say when interests on mortgages; and, if so, 
it is likely that we shall have the | Whether there have been any forced 
Dutch Papers 2 | sales of land in pursuance of such fore- 

closures ; and whether in any such case 


Mr. A. J. [BALFOUR: I hope that | the mortgagor has been a prisoner of 
they will be in our hands to-morrow | War. 


evening. Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The answer 


—_ , . : . ./is inthe negative. I may point out that 
British Indian Subjects in South Africa. the proclamation in question does not 


* Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I apply to the Orange River Colony. 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, whether he discussed with| Mr. CHANNING: May I ask whether 
Lord Milner, at the the time of the| the date has yet been fixed for whieh it 
latter’s visit to England last year, the| will be possible to sue for capital and 
question of the disabilities inflicted | interest ? a4 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Not that I 


am aware of. 


Martial Law—Case of Mr. Marais. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether 
Mr. Marais, who was deported from the 
Paarl to Beautfort West, and imprisoned 
in August last on an allegation of in- 
fringement of martial law regulations, has 
ever been tried for this alleged offence; 
whether he is aware thatMajor General 
Wynne, the Commanding Officer of the 
Cape Colony District, made an affidavit 
before the Supreme Court at Cape Town, 
on 6th September, 1901, in which he de- 
posed that Mr. Marais would be tried as 
soon as possible by a Military Court and 
either acquitted or detained in custody ; 
whether Mr. Marais has been either 
acquitted or convicted by such a Military 
Court; and, if convicted, can he state 
what sentence has been passed on him, 
and where he is now imprisoned or 
detained. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I have nothing to add to the 
information which I have already given 
the hon. Member. 


Mr. CHANNING: The right hon. 
Gentleman said the other day that he 
had had no information since the first 
proceeding. When will he be able to 
answer the Question as to the affidavit 
and the subsequent Questions ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have made 
inquiries as to the second paragraph of 
the Question, and hop? to have an answer 
shortly. 


Mr. CHANNING: I will repeat the 
Question this day week. 


Army Meat Contract. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for War, whether the 
contract for the supply of meat to the 
troops in South Africa has been made 
with Messrs. Moritz Bergl and Company 
of Smithfield, and is that firm solely 
entitled to its benefits, and solely liable 
for carrying out its provisions; or can 
he state whether the performance of the 
contract has been guaranteed by the 
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right hon. C. J. Rhodes and Dr. 
Jameson; and, if so, to what extent 
have these latter an interest in it, and 
does the contract contain any restriction 
as to sub-letting. 


Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1o 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STaNLey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): Several 
tenders were received for this contract, 
of which the lowest was Messrs. M. 
Bergl and Company’s. The terder being 
for so large a sum, the firm mentioned 
in the tender that they contemplated 
transferring it to a Company, and 
mentioned substantial names as being 
associated with them. The War Office 
being satisfied of the stability of those 
who participated in the tender, accepted 
it. I have no knowledge of the guarantee 
referred to, though I understand that a 
number of prominent firms in South 
Africa are interested in the undertaking 
which involves a capital of £500,000. 


Mr. PIRIE: May I ask if it is the 
ease that this contract was treated in 
the same way as the horse contract 
which was brought up before the House 
on Friday night, and whether it is the 
case that it was re-sold to a syndicate 


consisting of Messrs. Wernher Beit, 
Lewis, and Marks ? 
Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir; to the 


best of my knowledge that is not the 
case. 


Mr. PIRIE: Will the noble Lord 


inquire into the matter ? 
[No answer was given. ] 


Army Accoutrement Contracts. 

CAPTAIN NORTON _ (Newington, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, whether, seeing that the 
Resolution of the House of Commons of 
13th February, 1891, has not been 
adhered to in connection with contracts 
for Army Accoutrements by certain 
firms in Bermondsey, he will take im- 
mediate steps to deal summarily with 
the firms concerned; can he say during 
what period of time this breach of the 
regulations has been going on in the 
firms alluded to, and what steps, if any, 
were taken by the Government prior to 
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the 20th of this month for the protection 
of those employed. 


Questions. {3 Frsru 


Lorp STANLEY: The inquiry which 
I have already stated was in progress 
has not yet been concluded. I may add 
that itis extremely difficult to ascertain 
accurately the current rate of wages at 
any time owing to the considerable 
fluctuations due to the war. 


Captain NORTON: Can I furnish 
the noble Lord with information which 
will facilitate the present inquiry ? 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
has kindly given me certain information, 
on which I am making inquiry. 


CapraiIn NORTON: 


the noble Lord with further information. 


Officers’ Accommodation at Frimley and | 
Salisbury Plain. 

CoLoNeLLOCKWOOD(Essex, Epping): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, whether, in view of the quality of | 
the accommodation provided at Frimley 
and Salisbury Plain, for commanding | 
officers, as compared with that prov ided | 
in permanent barracks elsewhere, he 
will grant lodging allowance to the | 
officers concerned until the promised | 
improvements have been effected in| 
order to help them to meet the expense | 
of house rent which they are compelled | 
to incur. 


Lorp STANLEY: 
tion provided is in accordance with 
regulations, and therefore no case arises 
for the issue of lodging allowance. 


Under Age Recruits. 

*Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, seeing that enlistment 
under eighteen years of age is contrary 
to the conditions of the enlistment, and 
further seeing that the Commanding 
Officer of the Ist Royal Dragoons, 
Shorneliffe Camp, refused to grant the 
discharge from the Army of John 
Donovan, of Knockaderry, county 
Limerick, who was under seventeen 
years of age at the time of his enlist- 
ment in the said regiment, as a certified 
Copy of the register of his birth sent to 
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ary 1902} 


the Commanding Officer proves, h 
will direct the discharge of the boy 


from the Army. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| War, seeing that enlistment under 
|eighteen years of age is contrary to the 
conditions of enlistment, whether he 
will direct the discharge from the Army 
of Francis Dooley, of Leabeg Frankford, 
Kings County, who enlisted in the 
Irish Guards, being at the time under 
seventeen years of age. 





| Lorp STANLEY: These matters are 
left entirely to the discretion of the local 
|inilitary authorities, to whom the hon. 
| Members should address any communi- 
cation they may wish to make. 


| 
| 


| Mr. REDDY: Will the boy be dis- 
charged if application is made to the 
| Commanding Officer ? 


| *Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Isthe noble 
Lord aware of the fact that this boy's 
|father applied to the Commanding 
| Officer for his discharge, and that he 
has replied that the matter must be 
held in abeyance ti!l the close of the 
| war; also that if the boy again applies 
| he will be liable to be tried by a Court 
| Martia sl for making a false statement as 
|to his age. Is hes aware that the boy 
at the time of his enlistment did not 
; actual age, and will he, in 


| 





The accommoda- F discharge ? 


view of these circumstances, order his 
Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir 
Recruiting direct from Schools. 
Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for War, whether 
there is any intention to shortly change 
the system of recruiting by, in addition 
to other methods, recruiting direct from 
the schools, and so obtaining boys of 
reliably known ages to be classed and 
kept together as “boys till they reach 
the proper age for efficient military 
service; and, if not, whether in any 
changes that may be made, attention 
will be given to the advantages of such 
a proposal, whereby reliable data as 
to age of Army recruits would be 
secured, 
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Lorp STANLEY: Boys are already 
enlisted from the Duke of York’s 
School and the Royal Hibernian 
School; further a list of schools is 
periodically published from which boys 
can be obtained. Regiments have a 
fixed establishment of boys who are 
classed and kept together as boys. 
There is no immediate intention of 
making any further changes in this 
respect. 


Questions. 


Newport Mule Battery. 
Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War, whether he can 


state when the mule battery stationed | 


at Newport will be re-armed with the 
new design of mountain gun; and if, 
for the convenience of inspection by 
Members, he will cause one of the 
muzzle loaders firing black powder, at 
present in use, to be placed with the 
specimens of a similar type at the 
entrance to the Museum of the Royal 
United Service Institution in Parliament 
Street. 


Lorp STANLEY: The new guns 
are in process of issue to the Depét at 
Newport. Perhaps the hon. Member 
will refer the second part of his Question 
to the Institution, as the matter does 
not rest with the Secretary of State for 
War. 


Officers’ Pay Abroad. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office, whether, in 
the case of Officers now serving abroad in 
sub-tropical climates who draw retired 
pay plus £150 in lieu of the pay of their 
rank, he will consider the question of 
establishing for them the same rate of 
pay as that paid to other officers of the 
same rank who have commuted their 
pensions for a lump sum. 


Lorp STANLEY: Officers on 
retired pay when re-employed may draw 
the pay of their rank or retired pay 
plus £150 whichever is most advan- 
tageous. Officers who retired on a 
gratuity when re-employed draw the 
pay of their rank. There is no 
advantage to be gained by changing 
this arrangement. 
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Judge Advocate General. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War, whether. he can state what 
arrangements have been made for carry- 
ing on the increasing work of the Judge 
Advocate General’s Department whilst 
Sir Francis Jeune is engaged as President 
of the Commission to which he has been 
appointed by the Board of Trade. 


Lorp STANLEY: The work of the 
Judge Advocate General will not in any 
way be interfered with by his occupa- 
tion in connection with the Presidency 
of the Committee referred to. 


Dr. FARQHARSON : I beg to give 
notice that at the earliest possible oppor- 
tunity I will draw the attention of ‘he 
| House to the administration of military 
law, and move: “That in the opinion of 
this House the office of Judge Advocate 
General should be restored.” 


New Dockyard Suggested. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty, whether, in view of the withdrawal 
of an order to lay down a battleship at 
Portsmouth, the Lords Commissioners of 
the Admiralty have considered the 
desirability of acquiring an additional 
dockyard, and, having regard to the 
formation of a North Sea Squadron, will 
he take into consideration the creation 
of a Government Dockyard in the Tyne 
or on the East Coast of Scotland. 





THE SECRETARY to THE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-Forster, Belfast, 
| W.)": There is no present intention of 
| establishing any addit.onal Royal Dock- 
yard. 


H.M.S. “Irresistible.” 

Mr. HARMSWORTH : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, whether 
H.M.S. ‘‘Irresistible,” one of the latest 
types of battleships, is to become guard- 
ship at Gibraltar instead of joining the 
active strength of the Mediterranean 
Squadron. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: The 
“ Trresistible,” a battleship of the latest 
type, has taken the place of the “ De 
‘vastation,” a less powerful and older 
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vessel, as guardship at Gibraltar. The {in India on the Ist January 1896, 
“Trresistible” is, like allfother vessels | 1897, and 1902, and what number of 
in the Mediterranean, under the orders | men are now serving beyond the terms 
and at the disposal of the Commander- | of their engagement. 
in-Chief. | 
H.M.S. ‘‘ Condor.” | THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
Mr. HARMSWORTH: I beg to ask INDIA (LordG. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, if there Ealing): The effective strength in non- 
is any record at the Admiralty of one or commissioned officers and men of the 
more guns of any vessel of similar class British Forces in India on 1st January 
to the “Condor” breaking loose in a | 1896, was 70,615, and on Ist January 
heavy sea. 1897, 70,400. I have not yet received 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is | the figures for Ist January 1902, but ac- 
no record of one or more guns of any | cording to the latest quarterly return 1st 
vessel of the “Condor” class breaking | October, 1901, the strength was 61,686. 
loose in a heavy sea. | There are no men detained in India 

|except under conditions laid down in 

Mr. HARMSWORTH: I beg to ask the terms of their engagement. I am 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, if he | unable to state the exact number of 
can state what amount of deck cargo | time-expired men at present serving in 


was put on boardthe “Condor” before | India. In June last the number was 
she left Esquimault. |estimated at 22,000; but of these 


/nearly 17,C00 have up to date accepted 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is. bounties for the extension of their term 
no information to the effect that any | of service up to a total of 12 years; in 
deck cargo was put on board the | addition to this the number has been 


“Condor” before she left Esquimalt. |greatly reduced by wholesale inter- 
/changes of men between India and 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : South Africa. 4 have therefore good 
Was not a quantity of stores put on | reason to anticipate that in a short 


the “Condor” at Esquimault to be | time very few time-expired men will 
taken ? | remain in India. 
j 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have | Ss Sh SEEN. 
looked through the log-book, and I can | Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 


find no trace of anything of the kind. | N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
That is the only indication I have. | State for Foreign Affairs, whether His 


| Majesty’s Government has received any 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Was not an 28surance of a proximate evacuation of 
orde: sent by the Admiralty for certain | Manchuria by the Russian troops. 


stores to be taken on at Esquimault ? “Tar UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 

Mr, ARNOLD-FORSTER: Whether FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cray- 
any order was sent or not, there is | BORNE, Rochester): The Russian Govern- 
no reference made in the log to the | ment have not receded from the intention 
fact that any stores were carried on | which they have announced to evacuate 
deck. Ican find no trace of it in the | Manchuria. It is understood that negotia- 
log, and it is the only information I have. | tions for that object, which were delayed 

| 


Ihave personally examined it. by the death of Li Hung Chang, are still 


proceeding. 
British Forces in India—Time-Expired | 
Men. General Medical Council—-Case of Dr. 
*Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. | Rendall. 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the) Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwall, N ): 
Secretary of State for India, whether I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
he can state -what was the effective the Home Department, whether his atten- 
strength in non-commissioned officers | tion has been directed to the case of Dr. 
and men of the British European forces} Rendall, of Great Yarmouth, who, on 
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23rd November, 1901, was summoned 
hefore the General Medical Council and 
deemed by that body to be guilty of in- 
famous conduct in a professional respect, 
on the ground that he held an appoint- 
ment as Medical Officer for the Liverpool 
Victoria Legal Friendly Society, which 
canvassed for members, and which 
society has been established sixty years, 
is duly registered under the Friendly 
Societies’ Act, and comprises a member- 
ship of two and a half millions: and 
whether he will take the opinion of the 
Law Officers of the Crown with the 
view to ascertaining whether the General 
Medical Coungil have power under the 
Medical Acts to declare a properly quali- 
fied medical man holding such 


Questions. 


the Medical Register. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY 
STATE FOR THE 
MENT (Mr. Jesse CoLincs, Birming- 


ham, Bordesley): My hon. friend desires | 
me tosay that he does not wish to enter | 


into the details of the particular case 


referred to, as he understands that it is | 
but he is) 
advised that the powers of the General | 
Medical Council as to deciding what is and | 


still, in asense, sul judice; 


what is not ‘infamous conduct in a pro- 
fessional respect ” within the meaning of 
the Medica] Act are clearly laid down by 


that Act and the decisions thereunder ; | 


and he sees no necessity for consulting 
the Law Officers of the Crown in the 
matter. 


Highgate Police. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for the Home Depart- | 


ment, whether it has been brought to 
his notice that, in consequence of the 
removal of the Police Station in High- 
gate out of the county of London into 
the county of Middlesex, a distance of 
only about 400 yards, the police con- 
stables in that district will lose 
their lodging allowance of Ils. 6d. 
per week; and whether he will recon- 
sider the advisability of extending the 
lodging allowance to all the members of 
the force, whether doing duty in or out- 
side the London boroughs. 
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an | 
appointment guilty of infamous conduct | 
and thus be able to erase his name from | 


OF | 
HOME DEPART- | 
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Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: My right 
hon. friend has decided that the lodging 
allowance shall be continued in the case 
of the men who are at present attached 
| to the Highgate Police Station so long 
|as they continue to be so attached, not- 
| withstanding the removal of that station 
| beyond the boundary of the county of 
| London. The answer to the latter part 
| of the Question is in the negative. 
| Regulation of the Sale of Poisons. 
| Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.): 
| I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
‘the Home Department whether he is 
|aware that, under the law relating to 
the sale of scheduled poisons, an un- 
qualified assistant of a medical man or 
of a registered chemist is prohibited 
from selling poisons, under penalty of a 
| fine, but that no penalty is attached to 
'the employer for any offence committed 

by such unqualified assistant ; whether 
he is aware that, in the case of registered 
medical practitioners, the General Council 
of Medical Education and Registration 
of the United Kingdom have given 
notice that they will treat as infamous 
conduct in a professional respect, and 
have the name erased from the Medical 
Register, under the 29th section of the 
Medical Act, 1868, any medical prac- 
titioner who may leave an unqualified 
assistant in charge of their medical halls 
or open shops, whilst no penalty is 
‘attached to the registered chemist who 
employs an unqualified assistant should 
that assistant sell scheduled poisons; 
| whether it is within the power of the 
General Council to declare the employ- 
ment of an unqualified assistant to be 
infamous conduct in a professional re- 
spect under th: Medical Acts; and, if 
so, whether he will introduce legislation 
which will equally punish a registered 
chemist who may similarly employ an 
‘unqualified assistant, seeing that the 
danger to the public is equally the 
same whether the unqualified assistant 
be that of a medical practitioner or of 
a registered chemist. 

| Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: My right 
hon. friend understands that, under the 
Pharmacy Acts, 1868 and 1869, any 
person who, not being a chemist or 
a qualified medical practitioner, sells 
poison, is liable to prosecution, but that 


Questions. 
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there is no provision in those Acts for | 1901, on the steamship ‘‘ Miniah”’ to 
making the employer responsible for the | proceed to Alexandria, on the under- 
acts of his apprentice or assistant except standing that if the vessel was sold at 
in the case of a breach of the regula-| that port, the owners would pay the 
lations to be observed in the sale of | cost of the men’s passage home to the 
poisons. As my right hon. friend has | United Kingdom, and their wages, until 
said, in answer to another Question, the arrival at a home port; whether he 
powers of the General Medical Council is aware that the British Consul at 
as to deciding what is or what is not | Alexandria compelled the crew to sign 
“infamous conduct in a professional | clear of the ship, although the captain 
respect” under the Medical Act are! was only paying them two days pay 
governed by the terms of that Act, and | each, contrary to the provisions of the 
the decisions thereunder, and the Secre- | articles of agreement, which provided 
tary of State for the Home Department for a continuance of their wages until 
has no authority to interpret them. As} their return to the United Kingdom; 
regards the last paragraph of the Ques- | and will he cause inquiries to be made 
tion, the subject of the sale of poisons is into the matter, and insist on His 
now being considered by a Committee, Majesty’s Consul at Alexandria paying 
whose recommendations must be awaited over to the crew of the ‘‘ Miniah”’ the 
before any decision as to the legislation wages they have lost in consequence 
suggested can be arrived at, of his action. 


Disturbance at Anti-War Meeting at = THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
irmingham. ‘or TRADE (Mr. Gerratp Batrour, 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask | Leeds, Central): I am informed by 
the Secretary of State for the Home) the owners of the “Miniah,” that the 
Department, in connection with the seamen discharged from that vessel at 
Birmingham riots of December last, Alexandria (with the exception of one 
whether any of the 97 constables who’ man, who, | understand, was left in 
were injured on that occasion will be| Hospital) were given passages home, 
compensated from Imperial funds; and, and have been paid their wages up 
if not, will the injured men be com-/to the date of their arrival in the 
pensated from local funds. United Kingdom, and this information 
is confirmed by the Consul with whom 
Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: With regard | [ communicated. 
to Imperial funds, the answer is in the | 
negative. The Secretary of State can-| Tuberculosis. 
not say whether the constables injured| fp CHANNING: I bee to ask the 
will receive any compensation from other! President of the Local “Goversanen 
sources, as that is not a matter in| Board, whether he can state when the 
respect of which he has any authority. | Commission, appointed to report on 
| Professor Koch’s theory that bovine 
Mr FLYNN: Is the right hon. Gentle- | and human tuberculosis are distinct 
man aware that if a constable in Ireland | diseases and incommunicable, is expected 
sustains the slightest injury under | to report. 
circumstances like these, a heavy com- 
pensation is levied on the locality 2 Toe SECRETARY to THe LOCAL 
And why not in Birmingham ? GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, York, N. R., Thirsk): I am not 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Because | in a position to state when the Com- 


Joe lives there. mission will be able to report, but it is 
nae yew not likely that they can do so for a 
The “‘ Miniah” Crew’s Grievances, considerable time. JI am informed that 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College | very extensive experiments will have to be 
Green): I beg to ask the Presi-| carried out by the Commission, and that 
dent of the Board of Trade, if he|for this purpose laboratories and other 
is aware that a crew of seamen were | buildings have been erected on the farms 
engaged at Glasgow on 13th December, | where this part of the work is to be done. 
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It is, I understand, impossible to say | and never to have been used for the sale 
how long these experiments will take, | of intoxicating liquors, but I am happy 
but arrangements have been made for | to say that arrangements are now being 
the Commission to occupy the farms | made for the payment of relief at the 
for three years. | Parish Hall. I have no infermation to 
'show that the use of public houses as 
Smallpox. | relief stations prevails in other unions. 
Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.):|The Local Government Board have 
I beg to ask the President of the Local | already refused to allow this to be done 
Government Board, whether he will! where the matter has come to their 
state what steps the Local Government | knowledge, and this course | shall con- 
Board are taking to prevent the spread | tinue to pursue. 
of smallpox by tramps. ; 
| *Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Mr. GRANT LAWSON: My right | Boroughs) : Is the right hon. Gentle- 
hon. friend has recently issued circular | man aware that the Llanelly Board of 
letters to Boards of Guardians, in| Guardians recently passed a Resolution 
which he called attention to the risk prohibiting such payments in future ? 
of smallpox being spread by means ne am 
of casual paupers, and pointed out the! MR. GRANT LAW SON : Ihave said 
steps which should by taken by the! that in future the distribution is to take 
guardians and their officers, with a view place at the Parish Hall, and, I presume, 
to diminishing as far as possible the that is in consequence of some resolution 


danger from this source. _ passed by the Board. 
Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS: Will care be London Water Bill. 


taken that considerations of expense will) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Can the 
not be allowed to stand in the way, President of the Local Government Board 
especially so far as extra renumeration say at what date it is intended to take 
to the medical officers is concerned ? the Second Reading of the London Water 
Bill? Willhe give an interval of, at least, 
Mr. GRANT LAWSON: Such con- a fortnight ? 
siderations will not be allowed to stand 
in the way. We have not restricted the Mr. GRANT LAWSON: My right 
expenditure in any direction. hon. friend informs me he thinks that 
the Second Reading of the London Water 
Lianelly Union—Relief Distribution. —_ Bill should not be long delayed. The 
Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, Bill will be put down for Thursday next, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the President of and he hopes that it will then be possible 
the Local Government Board, whether | to fix a day. 
he is aware that in the Llaneily Union 
relieving officers have been im the habit National Telephone Company’s Directory. 
of using rooms in public houses for the) Mr. CALDWELL: I beg to ask the 
purpose cf dispensing out-door relief ;, Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
and, whether he has information to | ing the Postmaster-General, whether he 
show that such a practice prevails in | can state in what printed list of National 
other unions ; if so, what steps he pro- | Telephone Exchange subscribers are to 
poses to take to discourage a continu- be found the names and addresses of 


ance of the practice 40,000 National Telephone Exchange 
subscribers in the London Telephone 
Mr. GRANT LAWSON : From | area, who may be rung up by subscribers 


inquiries which I have made I find that} to the new Post Oftice Telephone Ex- 
it has been the practice to administer | change. 

relief at a public house in one of the | 

districts of the Llanelly Union. The; Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
room in which the relief has been dis- | THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
tributed is stated to be outside the main | LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The National 
‘building, to have a separate entrance| Telephone Company's Directory issued 
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Telegraph Clerks 


’ Questions. 


Committee of the 


last month, contains the names and | Association, asking that all appointments 


addresses of those subscribers who 
desire their names and addresses to 
appear in the Directory. The Company 
state that among the 40,000 subscribers 
connected with their London Exchange 


System are included, in accordance with | 


the usual method of arriving at Tele- 
phone Exchange Statistics throughout 
the world, extension lines and additional 
connections. Separate entries in the 
Directory are unnecessary in many of 
these cases, 

Mr. 


HORNER (Lambeth, N.): I 


should like to ask the hon. Gentleman | 


whether he is aware that the addresses 
in this telephone book are so indistinct 
and incomplete that it is sometimes 
impossible to know whom to call ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
1 do not think that arises out of the 
Question. 


Brighton Postmen’s Grievance. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the  Post- 
master-General, if any reply has yet 
been given to a petition handed in by 
the Brighton postmen, on 19th February 
1901, with regard to the appointment 
of an assistant inspector of postmen. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Memorialists deprecated the pro- 
motion of a Postman who had 


strongly recommended by the Post- 


master for promotion to be Assistant. | 


Inspector of Postmen, and all their 
statements were carefully inquired into, 
before the promotion was made; but 
they were not considered such as ought 
to militate against the promotion. In 
these circumstances, the announcement 
of the Postmaster-General’s decision to 
sanction the promotion was considered 
a sufficient reply to the representations 
of the Memorialists. 


Engineering Branch of Postal Telegraphs. 
Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, Wal- 
thamstow): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General whether he has 
received a petition from the London 


|in the Engineering Branch of the Tele 
graph Department, should be open for 
| competition among the operating staff, 
‘and that the age limit of 26 years should 
|be abolished; and; if so, whether an 
answer can now be given. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General received the 
petition in question. It has been care- 
fully considered, and he hopes to be 
able to give a reply to the Memorialists 
in a few days. 


Registration of Scottish Teachers. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate, if his attention has been 
called to the fact that the Board of 
Edueation Act, 1899, under which an 
Order in Council establishing a register 
of teachers has been issued, applies only 
to England and Wales ; and, if so, what 
steps, if any, it is proposed to take to 
enable teachers at work in Scotland to 
be admitted to registration. 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The Board 
of Education Act, 1899, does not apply to 
Scotland, and this being so, the Scotch 
Education Department does not propose 
to issue an Order in Council, establishing 

'a register of teachers as provided by 
that Act. What steps may be required 
in connexion with any such register will 
be considered when occasion arises. 


been | 


Continuation Class Code for Scotland. 
Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the attention of the 
Scotch Education Department, has been 
ealled to the effect of the financial con- 
ditions of the Continuation Class Code 
for Scotland, in discouraging School 
Boards in the poorer districts from in- 
stituting such classes; and whether 
any relaxation of these conditions is 
contemplated. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Repre- 
sentations have been made as to the 
difficulty, in some of the poor districts, 
of raising even the moderate amount of 
local contribution required by the 
,Continuation Class Code, which, by 
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Article 50, grants terms to rural schools { Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
liberal than any jpreviously | aware that on the 31st of December last 
allowed. ‘The matter will receive con- | firearms were discharged on the public 
sideration when the Code is under|road between Kenmare and Temple- 
revision, but I am not to be understood more, county Kerry, by members of a 
as pledging the Department to a modifi-| shooting party; that the occurrence 
tion of the condition. /was reported to two policemen, who 
‘ . | were on beat duty, by a gentleman who 
Isolation af the National Gal lery. ‘witnessed the pte ae and will he 
Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- | explain why proceedings have not yet 
ley): I beg to ask the First Commis- | eath tadtieinl : 
sioner of Works whether he can state what | 
progress has been made in the acquis-! Ty_ CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
ation of properties needed for the) [AND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): A 
isolation ot the National Gallery, 4S complaint was made to the police of 
specified in the Act passed during last| thy nature mentioned. They at once 
proceeded to the spot indicated, but 


187 Questions. 


more 


session. 
Tur FIRST COMMISSIONER or found no member of the shooting 
1 Kent, St, | Party either on the road, or within 


WORKS (Mr. Akers DouGLas, 
Augustines): Arrangements have 
in negotiation for the acquisition of al 


been Sight, and from further inquiries since 
| made, it is not believed by the police 
these properties, and provision for the vet te Ne 0 — the Bien. 
purchases is made in the estimates for ae so ve ee has been 
1902-03. Assoon as possible, after the SWorn by the person who stated he 
Ist of April next, the purchases will be witnessed the occurrence. He did not 


completed. I hope that possession will give his name to the police. 
be obtained and the premises demolished 
this summer. 


Westminister Abbey and the Coronation. 

Lorp BALCARRES: I beg to ask the 
First Commissioner of Works whether 
hecan say what special steps he has 
taken to preserve the fabrics of West- 
minister Abbey from damage likely to 
be caused by the erection of scaffolding 
for the Coronation Ceremony. 


Irish Teachers’ Pensions. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
'I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the number of teachers admitted 
into the first division of first class in the 
year 1888, and how many of these were 
admitted to the standard number for 
/pensions of the said class ; and can he 
hold out any hope, seeing that the stop- 
pages are increased by, in some cases, 200 





: aid dala ’ per cent., and as the surplus after paying 
Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: West-/ 41) demands exceeds £20,000, that the 
minister Abbey will, I presume, _be standard number, which is only 150, will 
handed over tomy Department according |e increased. 
to precedent, with a view to preparing | 
the edifice for the Coronation. Every) Mr. WYNDHAM: Thirty male 
care will be taken by the officers of my | teachers were admitted to the first 
Department to preserve the fabrics from } division of the first class in 1888. Of this 
injury; and my officers have had} number, nine have been absorbed into the 
recently, and I have every reason to | Pension Establishment of the same grade, 
hope, will retain, the friendly co-operation | which is limited to 150. The Govern- 
and assistance of the authorities of the | ment is not in a position to hold out any 
Abbey in this connection. I can assure | immediate prospect of increasing the 
my noble friend I have every desire to | limit. 
avail myself to the fullest extent of their 
experience. | 





Poaching Prevention in Ireland. 
Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.); I beg to 
Ireland—Discharging Firearms from the lask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Public Roa | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to | aware that the police at Ferryoober, 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord} county Galway, took a gun and_ hare 
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from John Mulvehill on the 9th instant : 
Whether Mulvehill had a license to have 
and carry the gun; and, if so, will he 
direct that the gun be given back to 
Mulvehill ; and whether it is any part of 
the duty of the police to act as game- 
keepers. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. It 
forms no part of the duty of the police to 
act as gamekeepers, nor did they do so 
on the present occasion. They were 
engaged in enforcing the provisions of the 
Poaching Prevention Act, under which 
proceedings are now pending against 
Mulvehill. The Inland Revenue Author- 
ities are also proceeding against him for 
shooting game without a Game Certificate. 
In view of these proceedings I cannot say 
whether the gun will be restored to 
Mulvehill. 


Mir. 
game ? 

Mr. ROCHE put a further Question, 
but Mr. Wyndham asked for notice. 


Irish Agricultural Grant. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): T beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, can he state what 
is the total amount of the receipts from 
assigned revenue and agricultural grant of 
the i.ocal Taxation (Ireland) Account for 
the last financial year, and also what is 
the total amount of the expenditure ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: 


The receipts 


amounted to £1,402,866 and the expen- | 


diture to £1,320,791. I have forwarded 
to the hon Member a memorandum giving 
details of the receipts and payments. 


Mr. LOUGH: Can the right lon. 
Gentleman say what has become of the 
ditlerence ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will go into that, 
lithe hon. Member wishes to raise the 
question. I do not know if he has seen 
the figures. 


_Mr. LOUGH: Yes. 
Question down for Thursday. 


Tallow Licensing Case. 
Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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REDDY : Did the police have the | 


I will put a | 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he _ is 
| aware that Constable Callanan, of Tallow, 
County Waterford, refused to leave the 
house of Mr. John O’Brien, Tallow, when 
requested by Mr. O’Brien ; can he state 
what explanation the police authorities 
have to give for this conduct ; and can he 
'explain why Sergeant St. John informed 
Mr. John O’Brien, that his licence renewal 
would be opposed by the police if he sold 
drink to Mr. Redmond O’Brien, one of 
the Tallow traversers. 


Mr.WYNDHAM: Theconstable entered 
the licensed premises of Mr. O’Brien in 
the excercise of his duty, as he had reason 
to believe that persons were assembling 
there for an unlawful purpose. He 
was not requested by Mr. O’Brien to quit 
the premises. The Sergeant did not 
state that the licence would be opposed 
if the publican sold drink to Mr. Red- 
mond O’Brien, but he did state that the 
licence would be opposed if the latter were 
‘allowed to frequent the house for an 
| unlawful purpose. 


| Dublin Shrievalty. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
L beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of lreland whether the 
| Lord Lieutenant has declined te appoint 
as High Sheriff of Dublin the gentleman 
nominated firston the list for that office, 
by the Corporation of that city; if so, 
what are the reasons for this step; and 
is there any other instance since the 
| passage of the Act of 1876 of the choice 
oi the Corporation being overridden. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The three names 
for the Dublin City Shrievalty having 
been submitted in accordance with the 
provisions of the Municipal Privileges 
Act, 39 and 40 Vict. cap. 76, See. 3, the 

'Lord Lieutenant selected the second 
| person named on the list, who appeared 
to him the best qualified to fill the oftice. 
|There are several precedents for the 
/course which the Lord Lieutenant has 
taken. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Is the right hon. 
| Gentlemen aware that the first name on 
the list was that of a working man 
| whose character is second to none in 


the City of Dublin ? 
G 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
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is in error, if he thinks that the exercise | 


of the Lord Lieutenant’s discretion in- 
volves any imputation on the character 
of either of the two gentlemen who were 
not selected. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Then why 


did he exercise it ? 


Mr. NANNETTI: May we take it, 
that it was because he was a working 
man that this man was passed over ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Richmond Lunatic Asylum. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, if he 
can state the number of persons regarded 
as harmless lunatics at present in the 
Richmond Asylum ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM; If the expres- 
sion ‘“‘ harmless lunatics’’ means those 
who could with safety to themselves and 


society be at large without supervision, | 


there are none such in the Richmond 
Asylum. 


Derreen and Fanore Fishermen. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if the question of 
a landing pier for the fishermen of Der- 
reen and Fanore, County Clare, has been 
brought under his notice ; and if hecan 
do anything towards providing a suit- 
able pier for the district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Representations 
have been made to this effect. The pro- 
posal will be considered in connection 
with other projects of a similar character. 


Election of Irish High Sheriffs. 

Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, having regard 
to the fact that the councils of the cities 
of Dublin, Belfast, Cork, Limerick, and 
Waterford have the right to elect a 
gentleman to discharge the duties of 
high sheriff, subject to the approval of 
the Lord Lieutenant, and also to the 
manner in which the councils of these 
cities have exercised this right for the 
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past 15 years, and seeing that the County 
Councils in Ireland have to pay the 
salaries of the sub-sheriffs and keep the 
Court Houses in repair, will the Govern- 
ment have the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act amended so as to enable 
County Councils to elect high sheriffs for 
their respective counties in a similar 
manner. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to this 
Question is in the negative. 


Irish Land Bill. 

Mr. OSSHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if he can state 
when he intends to introduce the promised 


Irish Land Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must refer the 
hon. Member to my reply to the similar 
question put to me on Friday last by my 
hon. and learned friend the Member for 
South Londonderry.* 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman see his way to 
introducing the Bill immediately, as 
decrees have been obtained against 40 
tenants on one estate in my constituency. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am afraid that 
the date of the introduction of the Bill 
must be governed by the proceedings of 
this House. 

Glin Pier. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary tothe Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he can 
state what was the object of the Board 
of Works engineer in inspecting the Glin 
Pier during the recess, and what was his 
report thereon. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The inspection of 
this pier was carried out merely to 
ascertain its condition. ‘he engineer 
reported that the pier wasin good 
repair. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman give some reason 
why he did not extend the subsidised 
steam boat service to this pier ! 


See page 41. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The report was 
that it could not be done. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman not give me some; Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
tangible reason why it cannot be done? | have given all the information I possess. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No. | Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: I beg to ask 


And has any attention been paid to 
the representations of any local authori- 
| #< t 
| ties ? 








’ ate | the Secretary to the Treasury, as re- 
Labourers’ Dwellings in Wexford. presenting the Postmaster General, 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.): I beg | whether any reply has been sent to the 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | letter and report of the Cork Chamber 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is| of Commerce and Shipping, of Novem- 
aware that overcrowding prevails in| ber last, in reference to the alleged 
the borough of Wexford; and seeing | inadequate accommodation provided for 
that the Wexford Corporation have, up | the public, according to the proposed 
to the present, been unable to procure plans for the reconstructed post office 
sufficient land for building purposes, | building; and, if so, can he state the 
whether he will take steps to enable nature of the reply; is he aware that, 
the Corporation to take land outside | in consequence of representations made 
the town compulsorily as sites for by the Chamber on this point in 
artizans’ and labourers’ dwellings. | November, 1900, to the Postmaster 

General and the Board of Works, an 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The Corporation | amended plan was prepared showing a 
can obtain powers to take lands out-  ‘arger floor space and increased counter 
side the borough by means of a Pro- | length of about 20 feet; and will he 


visional Order. }explain why this plan was not adhered 
to by the Post Office authorities, having 
Cork Post Office Building. ‘regard to the dissatisfaction in com- 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I | mercial circles and amongst the general 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury , public of Cork at the apparent inten- 
as representing the Postmaster General tion to carry out the original plans. 
whether he can state what is the 
cause of the delay in rebuilding the) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
Cork Post Office; what period has | reply has been sent to the letter from 
éapsed since work on the building was the Cork Chamber of Commerce and 
brought to a standstill; and when it | Shipping, of November last, stating that 
will be resumed. their further representations have been 

considered, and that the Board of 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | Public Works sees no reason to modify 
The Postmaster General is informed | their judgment that the plans suggested 
that there has been no stoppage in the | by the Chamber, for the further enlarge- 
work of enlarging the Head Post Office ment of the public office in the Head 
at Cork. While the iron girders and | Post Office at Cork are impracticable. 
columns were being placed in position, |The Postmaster General also is  satis- 
the setting of the outside stone work could fied that the office as it is being 
not be proceeded with; but that work | constructed, is large enough to meet 
was resumed more than a fortnight the reasonable requirements of the 
ago, and in the interval the stone public. The plan to which reference 
work for the upper part of the build- is made was never adopted. It was 
ing was being prepared. A large staff | prepared simply to show what would 
of men has been at work continuously | be the effect of the alterations desired 
since the building was begun. by the Chamber of Commerce. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S. E.): Is the | Mr. FLYNN: Is the Postmaster 
hon. Gentleman aware that for close| General aware that two independent 
on two months there has been practi-| architects reported of this work that 
cally no work done on this building tit could be carried on without risk 
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for £500, and that the contractors | 
agreed to carry out amended plans | 
for that small sum # 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: If 
the hon. Gentleman wants that Ques- 
tion answered, | must ask for notice. 


Questions. 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the Post Office 
authorities pay any attention at all to 
local public opinion ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 
they have given great attention to local 
representations. I am afraid, however, 
that I cannot hold out any hope that 
the decision which has been arrived at 
will be reversed. 


Mr. J. F. X. O’BRIEN: Would the 
people of Belfast have been treated as 
the people of Cork have been ? 


Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: That does 
not arise out of the question. 

Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: It arises in 
this way—— 
SPEAKER: Order, 


Mer. DEPUTY 


order! 


Telephone Communication in Cork 
County. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask th 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that disappointment exists 
amongst the merchants and traders of 
Cork city and county owing to the fact 
that no substantial prog:ess has been 
made in the matter of trunk telephone 
extension; is he aware that, when the 
General Post Office decided to assume t he 
ownership of the trunk telephone lines, 
the National Telephone Company were 
on the point of establishing connection 
between Cork and Tralee vid Mallow 
and Killarney. also between Cork «and 
other towns in the west of the county, 
but, notwithstanding representations 
made on behalf of the trading com- 


munity, nothing has yet been done in the Government 
the way of telephone extension in the extend 


south of Ireland; and whether the Post 


Office Department are prepared to give | 
at least the same facilities to the district | 
been given by the am not aware of that. 


as would have 
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National Telephone Company if the 
trunk lines had been in their charge. 
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Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): May 


I, at the same time, ask the Secretary 


| connecting 


| Drogheda, 


to the Treasury, as representing the 
Post:naster General, whether he is aware 
that, when the Post Office Department 


| decided to assume the ownership of the 


trunk telephone lines, the National 
Telephone Company had commenced a 
line between Cork and 
Youghal and had established the line 
to Midleton (half way); and, whether, 
under this circumstances, the Post 
Ottice Department will consider the 
desirabil.ty of taking prompt steps to 
‘omplete the connecting line between 


, Cork and Youghal. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No 
trunk telephone lines in Ireland ex- 
cept one between Dublin, Belfast, and 
were transferred by the 
National Telephone Company to the 
Post Office, nor is anything known of 
a proposal by the Company to connect 
Cork with Youghal, Mallow, Killarney, 
and Tralee. The trunk line between 
Dublin and Cork was constructed by 
doubt the 


the Post Office. It is no 
case that the National Telephone 
Company have connected Cork and 


Midleton, as the company have certain 
Exchange subscribers in Midleton, and 
both places are in the same local Ex- 
change Area. The question of extend- 
ing the trunk system to the places 
named has been carefully considered 
on several occasions, but there seems 
no probability that the revenue would 
cover the cost of working the lines. 
The Postmaster General would, how- 
ever, provide any lines required, if a 
guarantce were given, either locally, or 
by the National Telephone Company, 
on the same terms as for extensions 
of the trunk wire system in other 
parts of the United Kingdom. 


FLYNN: Is the hon. Gentle- 
aware that the National Tele- 
Company were prepared, when 
took them over, to 
communication vid 
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Captain DONELAN: Do I under-  quiry, that the Commissioners will sit at 
stand that the hon. Gentleman can hold the Four Courts, Dublin, on Tuesday, 
out no hope of the extension from the 18th instant, to hear the application 
Midleton to Youghal ? of the Great Southern and Western 

Railway Company in the matter to 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: which the hon. Member refers. He adds 
Not unless a guarantee is given which that the time for lodging objections ex: 
Post Office Revenue pired on the 22nd January, and that 

among the objections received was one 
from the Department of Agriculture for 
O'BRIEN: Are these Ireland. All objectors will receive formal 
notice of the place and date of hearing. 
Under Section 2 of the Railway and 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Canal Traffic Act, 1894, the Commis- 
Yes, under similiar circumstances they sioners have no power to award costs 
are required in all parts of the United on either side unless they are of opinion 
Kingdom. that the claim or defence has been 
frivolous and vexatious. I have no 
means of estimating the probable amount 
of the costs which may be incurred by 
any of the parties in this case. 


will secure the 
against loss. 


Mr. J. F. X. 


guarantees required in England ? 


Great Southern and Western Railway 
Company’s Rates. 

Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade it he ean state at what time Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): 
and place the Railway and Canal Commis- May I ask whether, as it is not generally 
sioners will hold their inquiry into the known by the persons interested that the 
question of the proposed increase of rates period for lodging objections closes on 





by the Great Southern and Western 
Railway Company on their goods traffic, 
including artificial manures and_ bread- 
stuils, in the districts in the South of 
Ireland to the stations on their line 
between Dublin and Cork. Whether 
the Irish Board of Agriculture will in- 
tervene to protect the interests of the 
traders and general public in the dis- 
tricts so threatened with increased rates, 
and if the cost of such inquiry will be 
borne by the Railway Company, or will 
any portion have to be borne by the 
several public bodies who have given 
notice to take action in the matter by 
being represented before the Commis- 
sioners. In the latter case can he state 
how the costs will be apportioned, or 
what the probable amount might be 
which an urban council would have to 
bear. And, whether he can state when 
the time for lodging objections before 
the Commissioners will expire. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The hon. 
Member’s Question deals with the proce- 
dure of a legal tribunal as to which I 
have no means of information other 
than those open to the public. The 
Registrar to the Railway and Canal 
Commissioners has, however, been good 
enough to tell me, in answer to an in- | 


January 22nd, the right hon. Gentleman 
will extend the time ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 


power to do so. 


Omagh Female Telegraphists. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid.) * 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury» 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
will he explain why, although it has been 
decided that no female telegraphist should 
be kept on duty after 10 p.m., female 
telegraphists are retained at the postal 
telegraph office at the railway station, 
Omagh, after 10 p.m., and occasionally 
till midnight ; and will the regulations of 
the Department in this respect be enforced 
at the Omagh office. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Question seems to refer to some few late 
attendances that were given in excep- 
tional circumstances during June and July 
last year without the knowledge of the 
Postmaster General. Inquiry is being 
made on the subject, and the hon. 
Member shall be duly informed of the 
result. 


Belturbet Post Office. 
Mr. M’GOVERN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
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ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
can state what steps, if any, have been 


taken to secure a proper site for the new | 


post office which is to be built in Bel- 
turbet, and when building operations are 
expected to commence. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
good site in The Diamond at Belturbet 
has been offered, and it is now under 
consideration whether the site can be 
acquired and a suitable building erected 
on it within the limits of expense which 
the amount of the post office business in 
the town would justify. The matter will 


go forward without delay, but it is im- | 


possible at present to state when building 
operations are likely to be commenced. 
Irish Mail Delays. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the |’ostmaster General, 
whether he can state the number of times 
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| Mr, O’DOWD (Sligo, S.) : 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


The hon. Gentleman cannot expect me 
to speak with accuracy on those facts, 
I must have notice. 


Mr. FLYNN: In view of the fre- 
quent failures to connect since the 
amalgamation, will the hon. Gentle- 
man represent to the Postmaster 
General the desirability of establishing 
a motor car or cycle service for the 
delivery of the mails? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The possibility of improving the service 
is already being considered by the 
Postmaster General. 





service is 


Mr. FLYNN: But the 
going from bad to worse. 


Irish Post Offices—Supply of Change. 
I beg to 


that the connections of the mail trains | 48k the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
failed at Limerick Junction since the | representing the Postmaster General, 
amalgamation of the Waterford, Lim-| whether postmasters and postal tele- 
erick, and Western Railway Company | graph officers in Ireland are bound by 
with the Great Southern and Western | the regulations of the Department to 
Railway Company; and, whether he| keep in their offices sufficient change 
can state what steps the Postmaster | to meet’public requirements, and if not, 
General has taken or will take for a| whether steps will be immediately taken 
more regular delivery of mails through- | to provide for this being done. 

out the districts between Limerick ~— 


Tralee. Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


Postmasters in Ireland are supplied with 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It | sufficient cash to meet ordinary require- 
is understood that the train for Limerick | ments. They are not bound to give 
awaits at Limerick Junction, the| change, but they should not refuse to 
artival of the Day Mail train from | oso if they can give it conveniently. 
Dublin, but that failures of connection | If the hon. Member will furnish par- 
sometimes occur at Limerick with the | ticulars of any case in which incon- 
train for Tralee. Inquiry is being | venience has been caused owing to a 
made as to the number of such failures | Postmaster not keeping sufficient change 
recently, and also as to the possibility of | 12 his office, inquiry will be made. 
improving the service, and the result | , 
shall be communicated to the hon.| Mr. ODOWD: I will forward some 
Member as soon as possible. | cases to the hon. Gentleman. 

| 
*Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to| Promotion in the Dublin Post Office. 
Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 





ask is the hon. Gentleman aware that, 
owing to the failure to connect the 





mails at Limerick Junction for Tralee, 
the Dublin daily papers due to arrive 
at Ruthkeale in the County of Limerick 
at about eleven o’clock in the forenoon 
do not get there till seven in the 
evening. Would that be tolerated in 
England ? 


ing the Pestmaster General, if he will 
state what, compared with the Dublin 
sorting clerks and telegraphists, were the 
special qualifications of Messrs. Hawkins 
and O’Donnell, imported from (ueens- 
town and Derry respectively, to fill 
supervising clerkships in the Dublin 
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sorting office, and whether service in 
provincial offices like those named is held 
to make an official more capable of 
supervising in Dublin than men trained 
in the Dublin office; whether Messrs. 
Hawkins and O’Donnell passed a com- 
petitive examination ; and is he aware 
that some of the Dublin officials passed 
over went through either a limited or 
open competitive examination. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have already informed the hon. Member 
that _Messrs. Hawkins and O’Donnell 
were appointed by the Postmaster 
General to their present positions at the 
Dublin Sorting Office because they were, 
in his opinion, better fitted to perform 
the required duties than any of the 
officers then in that office. I can add 
nothing to this answer. Messrs. Hawkins 
and O’Donnell did not enter the service 
by competitive examination. The Post- 
master General is aware that some of 
the sorting clerks and_telegraphists 
now in Dublin entered by competitive 
examination. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Is the hon. Gentle- | 
man aware that bothof these gentlemen 
who were supposed to have such superior 
knowledge had only been in the service | 
two years, and that they took precedence | 
over men who had served all their lives ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | 
mere fact of being in the service does | 
not necessarily show competence to per- | 
form certain duties. I have stated the 
qualifications of thes: gentlemen. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : 


they are Unionists. 


I suppose 


Government Licensing Bill. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, if the Licensing Bill, intro- 
duced by him on Thursday last, will | 
apply to Ireland, if passed into law. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: The Bill, 
. drafted, applies only to England and 
ales. 


Mr. SHAUGHNESSY : Can the right | 
hon. Gentleman see his way to introduce | 


a Temperance Bill for Ireland, considering | 
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the strenght of public feeling in favour of 
it ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Government Education Bill. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W. R.; 
Elland): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury, whether he can state 
approximately the date of the introduc- 
tion of the Education Bill, which has 
been promised in the King’s Speech as 
the leading measure for the session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (Manchester, 
E.): In answer to the hon. Gentleman 
I have tosay that I think he is in- 
accurate in saying that the Education 
Bill was promised in the King’s Speech 
as the leading measure of the session, 
because, as he knows, it is an open secret 
that the rules of procedure have always 
been considered by the Government to 
be the first business with which they 
ought to deal, although, for reasons 
known to the hon. Gentleman, that was 
not mentioned in the King’s Speech. 
As regards the substance of his Question, 
I am afraid I cannot yet state the date 
of the introduction of the Bill. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: Will it be before 
Whitsuntide °? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope so, Sir. 


New Procedure Rules. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington 
S.): [ beg to ask the First Lord of the, 
Treasury whether, in the discussions 
of the new rules of procedure, any, 
and if so what opportunity will be 
afforded of submitting to the House, 
by way of Motion, or Amendment, or 
additional new rules, any proposals 
for the more effective despatch of public 
business, such as the carrying over to 


| the next session Bills which have been 
'read a second time and have reached 


the Committee or some subsequent 
stage. in lieu of the present dilatory 
practice of commencing de novo by 
reintroducing such Bills, such as the 
allocation, by a Committee of the House, 
of a specified time tothe consideration 
of particular measures. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am 


tor Mr. Speaker, 


make a statement on it. 
sion is—if the hon. Gentleman 
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very 
loth to deal with this question. It 
occursto me that it is more a question 
more a question of 
order, and it is for Mr. Speaker to 
My impres- | 
insists 
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| ticular questions. I cannot say, off-hand, 
whether the information is in the Librazy 
or in the Foreign Office, but the Blue-book 
which I promised will, I think, be in the 
hands of Members to-day, and the hon. 
Member will then be able to see how far 
/it meets his wishes. 


. . . | 
on my giving an answer—that it would 


not be possible for hon. Gentlemen to 
their 
which the 


move suggestions for rules of 
own, in addition to those 
Government propose ; nor do I believe 
it would be possible for them to suggest 
Amendments to existing rules 
those Amendments were 
Amendments which we propose. That, 
I believe, is the state of the case. The 
hon. Gentleman must not take that as 
being—what I have no right to give— 
an authoritative decision. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT : I thank the | 
right hon. Gentleman for that iniorm- | 
ation. Perhaps he will enable us to form | 


our own judgment by saying, whether 
he intends that the Second Reading 
debate on the rules should be preceded 
by any such Motion as that they be 
considered. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My Motion 
is on the Paper. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I wish to | 
ask the First Lord whether there is not | oncer 
| when the rules come up in detail. ‘There 


in the Foreign Office or the Library of the 


House, ample material to give us informa- | 


tion as to the rules of Foreign Legislatures 
for the punishment of disorder and ob- 
struction, and if so, would he direct some- 
body to supply the information to the 
House. 


Sirk JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man consider the advisibility of making 
a précis, not too long, of the rules of pro- 
cedure of important Foreign Legislatures, 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
that we ought to turn ourselves into a 
Committee for preparing a comparative 
jurisprudence ot all the Assemblies or all 
the Legislatures who have, more or less, 
framed themselves on our model. I quite 
admit that we have in many respects some- 


thing to learn from them ; but I should | 


not have thought that we have much to 
learn from them in regard to these par- 


unless 
relevant to 


Mr. DILLON: I shall put a Question 
down for to-morrow. Has the attention 
of the right hon. Gentleman been drawn 
to the fact that in 1890 Lord Salisbury 
telegraphs to the agents of the Govern- 
ment in foreign countries to obtain  in- 
formation which the Committee required, 
and that the Committee was placed at 
great disadvantage because they only had 
telegraphic answers ? 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): There seems to be some doubt 
whether the debate on the procedure rules 
will be commenced to-morrow or Thurs- 
day. Can the right hon. Gentleman clear 
that up ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have made 
inquiries, and I do not seem to get any 
further than we were on Friday night 
The situation on Friday night was this :-- 
The Government thought, and I am sure, 
that we ought to finish the Second Reading 
| in the course of the present week. I said 
| that, because I think that two days should 
be sufficient for a debate which will be 
repeated, as far as each rule is concerned, 


will then be ample opportunity for dis- 
cussing each question, though, of course, 


I grant that a group such as those dealing 


with the order of the business might be 
with advantage considered together. If 
we have a right to begin the discussion of 
the rules ‘in detail this day week, it follows 
that, if the House is not satisfied with two 
days, I must take to-morrow. I have re- 
ceived no assurance from those qualified 
to give one that two days debate will be 
sutticient, and in the absence of one I have 
no course open to me except to begin the 
discussion to-morrow evening. 


Mr. CREAN : Take a Saturday sitting. 


Str H. CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to renew the 
appeal so often made to the right hon, 
Gentleman. I understood that in the 
course of Friday night it was quite ar- 
ranged, in the usual friendly and confiden- 
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tia way in which such thing: are arranged, | feeling of hon. Members who sit on 
that the debate should not begin until | these benches that it is unfair to ask 
Thursday, and I earnestly hope the right | us to enter into any agreement to con- 
hon. Gentleman will not disappoint hon. | clude the debate on Friday night. I 
Members who have formed their plans | cannot ior the life of me understand 
upon that supposition. I do not quite | the right hon. Gentieman’s plea that 
know what the right hon. Gentleman | the Government havea “right” to get 
meant by saying he has a “right” to | the debate closed on Friday night. 
begin the detailed consideration of these | 
rules on this day week. There is no| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I withdraw 
order or regulation on the subject, and, | the word “ right.” 
although it may be desirable and con- 
venient, there is certainly no law to) Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Isubmit that 
compel it. Apart from that, and with- they have no reason to expect such a 
out deciding the question whether there thing. The right hon. Gentleman has 
ought to be two or three nights debate, | spoken about the concession he made 
I certainly did understand last Friday to the House by allowing a Second 
that it was understood the general dis- Reading debate. But he knows there 
cussion should not begin till Thursday. are precedents for that, which extend 
/over far more than two nights. I 
Mr. A J. BALFOUR: I will not | would therefore earnestly urge the 
chicane with the right hon. Gentleman | right hon. Gentleman not to take the 
over the word “right.” All I meant by debate until Thursday, and net to 
it was, that the Government have en- attempt to force a decision on Friday 
deavoured to treat the House fairly, and | night. As far as I am concerned, I 
have not stood upon what is technically have no desire, and neither do | think 
their right not to have a Second Reading | any of my hon. friends desire, to prolong 
debate, and they are entitled—| Cries oi | this debate unnecessarily. But it is an 
“Oh, oh.”’|—I can assure hon. Gentle- unfair thing to ask us in advance to 
men that it is an irregular proceeding. | pledge ourselves to consent to the 
ending of the debate on Friday night, 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILI.: It was done whether we have been able to express 
by the Tory Party. our views or not. This is a position 
'which I do not think we ought to be 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My point is_ placed in. 
this. The Government have tried to 
meet the House fairly, and in return,! Mr.CHAPLIN(Lincolnshire, Sleaford): 
I think, we have aright to ask that | I have no right to speak for any one but 
no unnecessary delay shall be inter-| myself, but may I be permitted to say 
posed between us and the consideration |] thought it was arranged with the 
of the rules. When the right hon. | right hon. Gentleman on Friday night 
Gentleman got up and said that there | that the Second Reading debate was to 
was a friendly understanding, | hoped | be taken on Thursday. I went from the 
he was going to add an assurance that | House under the impression that it 
two days debate would be considered | was settled in that way, and | earnestly 
sufficient. But I have heard nothing hope and think it will be in the interest 
of that, and unless I get the assurance | of business that the debate may be 
from the right hon. Gentleman and postponed until Thursday. I have only 
others authorised to speak on this point, | seen to-day, for the first time, the Motion 
[can go no further. which the right hon. Gentleman has 
| placed on the Paper, and it may be 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I think the | desirable to bring forward an Amendment 
general feeling in the House is, that to that. ; 
this debate ought not to commence | 
before Thursday, and that the interval | Mr. ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
between this and next Thursday may be | shire, E.): I hope the right hon. Gentle- 
wel lspent in the further consideration | man will accept the suggestion which has 
of the rules. I may also express the | fallen from one of his own followers, 
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and not begin the debate until Thursday. | 
He knows very well that on Tuesday | 
there is set down for discussion a | 
question vitally affecting the people of | 
Wales. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. | 
Gentleman who has just sat down was | 
good enough to send me a private com- 
munication, in which, in most courteous | 
language, he expressed the wish that. 
Tuesday might be left for the discussion 
of the Motion in which he and his friends 
are deeply interested. I would gladly | 
meet his views if it were in my power, | 
but I think he will see that I am not | 
pursuing an unreasonable course in 
asking that the debate on the rules, 
should be confined to two days. [| 
gather from the hon. Member for 
Waterford that he is not content with 
two days, and cannot agree to any such | 
arrangement. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: No. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman consider the advisability 
of suspending the 12 o'clock rule on 


Friday ? 


Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.): In 
view of the conflict of opinion, will the | 
right hon. Gentleman consider the 
advisability of beginning the discussion | 
of the new rules on Wednesday ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 
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| tically as follows: 
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Resolution read a second time :— 


Motion made and Question proposed: 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


(4.30.) THe SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR WAR(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Before the Committee divided on 
this Vote on Friday last, I ventured to 
make an appeal that the tone in which 
the discussion had been conducted for a 
short period might be modified ; that we 
should suspend our judgment on the very 
important considerations which had been 
brought before the Committee, and I 
undertook to make certain further 
investigations. I think it would be 
more convenient for the House, before 
proceeding to consider this Vote on 
Report, if I should state the present 
position at which we have arrived, and 
remind the House, if | may, what are 


‘the points that we have to resolve in 
regard to the question of 
|Many speeches were made on Friday 


remounts. 


night, but they had this disadvantage, 
that replies were made to them at 
different times of the evening, and 
especially two replies at a time when the 
House was very empty. Many Members 
were entirely influenced in their view of 
the proceedings by what they heard 
casually in the course of the discussion. 

Now, Sir, the circumstances which 
we were engaged in debating were prac- 
At the beginning of 
the great pressure of the war, in the first 


| three months, from December, 1899, a 


large number of fresh forces were raised, 


|and the process of sending out remounts 


SUPPLY (REPORT) [3lst JANUARY}. 

Resolution reported :— 

ARMY SUPPLEMENTARY EstiMATEs. 
1901-02. 

“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- | 
ceeding £5,000,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will | 
come in course of payment during the | 
year ending on the 31st day of March, | 
1902, for Additional Expenditure, due 
to the War in South Africa, in respect of 
the following Army Services, viz.: — 

Vote 6. - Purchase of Remounts 2,000,000 

Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, 

and other Supplies - 3,000,000 


Total 


£5,000,000 





/to South Africa was carried on at a 
| perfectly unprecedented pace. 


Of these 


new forces the Yeomanry was one, 


‘and the whole equipment of the Yeo- 


manry was left in the hands of a Com- 
mittee of the colonels and officers of the 
Yeomanry. And, as a portion of equip- 
ment, there was left in their hands the 
question of the purchase of remounts. 
That may have been a wise or an 
unwise proceeding. I know that at the 


beginning, early in the day, there was 
an almost unqualified commendation of 
the course pursued, both in this House 
and outside that door. 


There are many 
people who have a great suspicion of the 


| power of the War Office to cope with a 


great emergency, who are continually 
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urging upon us the desirability of placing | stated that he hoped there would be 
in the hands of experienced persons and | | no further attempt to appoint “these 


business men the conduct of affairs with | 


Committees.” He was speaking of two 


which we may find ourselves at the | Committees. 


moment incapable of dealing. That was | 
the course which Lord Lansdowne took | 


when he invited these six or seven | pardon. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I beg 
I was referring to the 


gentlemen, all experienced in questions | Committee appointed last year to dis- 


relating to horses, all experienced in | 
Yeomanry matters, and some of them | 
business men of very high repute, to | 
undertake the provision of these 10,000 | 


horses, and also the equipment | 
of the Yeomanry. And be it re- | 
membered that at that moment 


the War Office was not standing idle ; 
but itself had concluded ‘contracts four | 
or five times as large. Well, Sir, all the | 
questions which have arisen, all the | 
subjects, without exception, which were | 
raised in debate on Friday night, referred | 
not tothe contracts with which the War | 
Office was more immediately connected, | 
but to the sum of money handed over to 
these expert gentlemen of the Yeomanry | 
Committee, and expended by them on! 
their own responsibility, and on that 
responsibility, as they believed, to the 
best advantage. I hope I shall be 
absolved by the House of trying in any 
respect, on any subject, or in regard to | 
any period, even though itis antecedent | 
to my own entrance into my present | 
office, to give up any responsibility 
which I can possibly take; but I confess 
that when these subjects are discussed | 
in the House I think it would be a great 
advantage that we should be perfectly 
open and frank, as to where responsibility | 
really lies. I think it is very hard that | 
my right hon. friend the Member for | 
the Isle of Thanet, who knows perfectly | 
well the capacity of these gentlemen who 
undertook to provide these 10,000 horses, 
should have insisted again and again in 
speaking of the Committee as throw- 
ing dust in the eyes of the people, and 
insisting on laying the responsibility | 
on the Secretary of State for War alone. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, | 
Thanet): 1 did not say anything about | 
the Yeomanry Committee throwing dust | 
in the eyes of the people. I was reter- | 
ring to what I called the white-washing | 
Committee. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not want to} 
insist upon it ; but my right hon. friend | 





| condemned. 


| getting the 


charge similar duties in respect to other 
contracts. 


Mr. BRODRICK: My right hon. 
friend did not make that hy any means 
clear; and it was certainly understood 
when he was speaking of two Committees 
that he alluded to both. I challenge 
|'my right hon. friend, who has great 
_ knowledge of horses himself, to get up 


| and deny that on that Committee there 


were men of first class ability as regards 
business, and of first class knowledge 
and judgment of horses. Well, they 
entered into a contract which has been 
I am not going to defend 
it; I think the work might have been far 
better done. There are many points 
in regard to which ‘I believe that a 


| want of foresight was shown and that 


unwise appointments were made. But 
at the same time, we must remember 
that this was done under great pressure ; 
and we must also remember, what is 
of far more importance for the House 


‘to recollect, that this was a single 
'contract entered into by a Committee 


which has ceased to enter into these 
contracts. And, although it may 
reflect some want of credit on their 
business power and_ discernment, 
that cannot be charged against 
those officials of the War Office whose 
business it is to conduct these pro- 
ceedings, but who had no part or 
parcel whatever in this contract. 

What occurred ? The Yeomanry 
Committee found a _ gentleman of 
the name of Lewison to whom, 
without any precise knowledge of 
| his power to carry it out, they gave a 
aves contract for the supply of horses. 
'Mr. Lewison took out with him a 
| veterinary surgeon of undoubted capacity, 
Captain Hartigan, who was engaged by 
him on these terms: First of all, for 
contract, he received a 
per cent., not on 
each horse paseed, but on the whole 
|number of horses. That is an impor 
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tant qualification, because it was im- 
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material to Mr. Lewison whether or not | 


so many horses were rejected. The 
whole number had to be made up in 
the long run, and on the whole number 
Captain Hartigan was to receive 24 per 
cent. Subsequently Captain Hartigan 
arranged with Mr. Lewison that he 
should receive payment for _ his 
expedition to Austria - Hungary at 
the rate of two and a_ half 
guineas per day, with expenses. That 
is material. The important point is 
that he became Mr. Lewison’s paid 
agent. The Yeomanry Committee, having 
nothing to do after the entering into 
the contract with Mr. Lewison, then 
proceeded to send out an officer to 
inspect these horses as they arrived at 


Szabadka. They made an_ excellent 
selection. Colonel Maclean was sent 


out, and undoubtedly, so far as the 
inspection of horses went, he was a 
man of admirable capacity, by all 
accounts, for this work. He discharged 
his duty undoubtedly well, and no 
question whatever has been raised as 
to his honour and the honesty of his 
proceedings. He sent back a consider- 
able number of horses, and so far as 


the horse inspection went, Colonel 
Maclean, who had commanded the 
Royal Dragoons before he left the 


army, was unquestionably a competent 
man for his task. It was pointed out by 
the Committee, that the main difficulty 
which has emerged, arose from th's: 
that when the contract was nearly at 
an end, or appeared to be nearly at an 
end, a veterinary surgeon, Captain 
Webb, who had gone out with Colonel 
Maclean to pass these horses, sailed on 
board the “City of Lucknow,” with a 
consignment of horses for South Africa; 
and Colonel Maclean, who required a 
man to replace him, wrote about it to 
the Committee. The Committee sug- 
gested one or two men, but Colonel 


{COMMONS} 


Maclean, without rejecting any of these | 


names, pointed out that Captain Harti- 


gan, who had then ceased to be employed | 


by Mr. Lewison, was on the spot, and 
that he had the requisite knowledge. 


It appeared that it was Colonel Maclean’s | 
idea, that as there was only another | 


hundred or two horses to be passed, 

Captain Hartigan should be engaged, 

and he suggested that that should be 
Mr. Brodrick. 


| done. 
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Then ensued a complication of 
events, about which there is a conflict 
of evidence. Captain Hartigan states 
that he made a pertectly clean breast 
of it to Colonel Maclean, and a full 
disclosure of his particular connection 
with Mr. Lewison. 

1 am sure the House will pardon me 
if I go into detail a little, because | 
want to make the matter pertectly clear. 
Captain Hartigan was asked very 
specifically by the Committee, at 
question No. 1175— 

‘When Captain Webb sailed for South 
Africa in the * Lucknow,’ in the month of March, 
did Colonel Maclean appoint you as his 
veterinary otlicer’—He did, and I told him 
the arrangement I had with Lewison vefore I 
accepted.” 

The next question was— 

‘You explained your position with regard 
to Lewison before you undertook it 7—Yes.’ 
Another question was— 

“* During the time you were veterioary surgeon 
with Colonel Maclean you had no deaings 
with Lewison at all 7—He was nov there: he 
went away.” 

Then there was a further question— 
was 


uv 
yross 


‘Your business relation with Lewison 
that you received 24 per cent. on the 
amount writ issued ?— Yes, | had a lawsuit, 
and he had to pay me.” ‘And two guineas 
and a half a day and expenses while you 
were selecting for Lewison’?—Yes.” ‘* That 
relationship continued atter you had passed 
into the employ of the Imperial Yeomanry to 
the extent of 25 per cent. on the gross amount? 
—Yes, and it continues still—if he gets a 
job from them again. I| have got the paper 
stampeu.” 

Weil, Sir, 1do not suppose any Member 
of the House will consider that Colonel 
Maclean wise or well-advised, even to 
finish the end of a contract, in taking 
over the services of a man who had been 
the servant of the contractor. But it 
was very broadly stated, especially by 
the hon. and learned Member tor Dundee, 
who spoke, as | think, with great haste, 
and who challenged me in the course of 
my observations with an air of absolute 
authority, and stated that the transaction 
was absolutely illegal and that it gave 
the employer the right to call on Captain 
Hartigan to pay that_money over. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): No, Sir, I put it interjectionally. | 
didnot know the facts. I asked whether it 
was not such a commission as would 
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give the employer the right to ca!l upon 
the employee to pay over the money. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not complain 
of that statement, but I do com- 
plain that the hon. Member laid down 
the law with such an appearance of 
authority and in such a manner, 
that his method was most calculated to 
mislead the House. My answer to the 
hon. Member in all humility was, [ am 
not a lawyer; but it struck me at the 
moment what I now assert, that the 
whole question with regard to Captain 
Hartigan depends as to whether he made 
a full disclosure or not of his position. 
i do not want to offer any apology for 
Captain Hartigan, but if he made a full 
di-closure of his position, he would 
stand in this way, that he was there 
on the spot, and there was a_ certain 
amount of work left to be done, and he 
said to the officer who asked him to 
undertake the work, “ lam already in the 
employ of the other man; I am getting 
2) per cent. commission ; butif vou like | 
willdo what Lean.” If Captain Hartigan 
didthat,at allevents he committed nothing 
that was illegal. 1 do not say that a man 
With a very nice sense of honour might not 
have said * | would rather not undertake 
the work at all.” But if that is his position 
he does not deserve the strictures 
passed upon him by the hon. Member 
for Dundee. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Did Colonel Maclean know of this ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: If the hon. Mem- 
ber will wait. he will see. I was going 
to say that this statement by Captain 
Hartigan was so precise that not merely 
was it accepted by the Committee, but it 
was accepted by me as giving the view 
of what must have been absolutely 
public knowledge out there as to his 
relations with Lewison before he had 
undertaken the work. I did not say 
on Friday night what [I now must say, 
that Colonel Maclean, however excellent 
an officer in other respects, was very 
ill-advised in accepting Captain Harti- 
gan’s services. I go further and say 
that I think whoever was responsible 
on the Yeomanry Committee tor allow- 
ing him to take Captain Hartigan into 
his service was also 
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advised. I perhaps should say that 
both the officers whose names have 
been mentioned in this connection, and 
who were constantly mentioned in the 
House on Friday last—Colonel Maclean 
and Colonel St. Quintin—have long 
retired, and are not now within the reach 
of any censure from the Commander- 
in-Chief, but we have to consider Cap- 
tain Hartigan’s own position. 

Great complaint was made on Friday 
night that Captain Hartigan had subse- 
quently been employed as Civil Veterinary 


Surgeon at Aldershot. I have made 
careful inquiry into that. Captain 


Hartigan is undoubtedly at this moment 
filling the post of Civil Veterinary 
Surgeon.  Strictures were passed on 
General Truman, Inspector General of 
Remounts, for permitting this. I could 
not meet that on the spur of the 
moment, as [ had not the Papers with 
me, and I could not tell who was re- 
sponsible for the appointment. On 
looking into it, I find that these ap- 
pointments of Civil Veterinary Surgeons 
for the ordinary conduct of veterinary 
work in regiments, are not made by 
the Inspector General of Remounts, 
who has nothing whatever to do with 
them, but by the principal veterinary 
officer. I have called upon him for 
an explanation, and I understand that, 
in a moment of great pressure, Captain 
Hartigan applied to him for employ- 
ment. He was undoubtedly an able 
veterinary officer ; he had left the service 
some years before with very consider- 
able experience, and he was employed 
without reference to Generai Truman 
at all. That entirely absolves that 
officer. I was strongly pressed on 
Friday night toremove Captain Hartigan 
from his employment at Aldershot. but 
I think the House will see that at this 
moment the matter stands in this way. 
He made full disclosure of his position, a 
fact which was not altogether borne out 
by the evidence of Colonel Maclean, and I 
would ask the House to leave the matter 
in my hands so that I may investigate 
it further. I have not lost time, but I 
do not wish to pass a slur on Captain 
Hartigan until I know precisely what 
are the facts of the case. He is in tem- 
porary employment at Aldershot, and I 
can terminate his appointment by a 
stroke of the pen, but I would ask the 
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House to allow the matter to rest for 
two or three days until we hear--it is 
only the fair thing—-what Captain Harti- 
gan’s explanation is. 

Then there is the case of General 
Truman. He was made the subject 
of a very serious attack on Friday 
night. The main allegation against 
General Truman proceeded, | think, 
from an uneasy feeling that somehow 
or another he was responsible for the 
loss of public money involved in the over- 
payment for the contracts in Hungary. 
It was pointed out—and I could not deny 
it—that it was his duty to have com- 
municated with the Military Attaché in 
Austria as to the capabilities of the 
country in that respect. Let two things 
be remembered. The main attacks made 
-on General Truman on Friday night had 
regard first of all to the failure of this 
contract, which having been made by the 
Yeomanry Committee he had no more to 
do with than any hon. Member of this 
House, and in regard to which he was 
never even consulted by the Yeomanry 
Committee. They were invited by Lord 
Lansdowne to put themselves into com- 
munication with the Remount Depart- 
ment, but, as a matter of fact, they 


did not. They carried out the business 
themselves on their own authority. 
General Truman was also severely 


attacked for having been accessory to 
the employment of Captain Hartigan. 
He had nothing to do either with the 
employment of Captain Hartigan in 
Hungary, nor with his subsequent 
employment as Civil Veterinary Surgeon 
at Aldershot. No attack whatever was 
made in the course of the discussion on 
General Truman’s honour, or on the 
honesty with which he carried out his 


duties. It is necessary to say this, 
because J am bound to feel that the 
House was, to some extent, carried 


away, and a very injurious impression 
was produced in the public Press, as 
well as in the House, by the remarks 
made about General Truman At the 
same time, I said then and [ still 
feel, that other remarks were made as 
regards General Truman, not affecting 
his honour or his honesty, but his 
capacity, and I have received from 
General Trueman a letter in which he 
requests they Commander-in-Chief for a 
Court of Inquiry to be held into the 
Mr. Brodrick. 
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conduct of his Department during the 
whole of the war. The Commander-in- 
Chief has recommended that that 
request should be granted, and I think 
it is extremely desirable that that 
inquiry should be held, and promptly 
held, into these circumstances, and that 
an authoritative verdict should be pro- 
nounced as to the manner in which 


Report. 


General Truman’s Department has 
carried out its work. I can assure the 
House that no Member of the House 


is more desirous than I am that that 
inquiry should be prompt and effective, 
and that a Report should be produced, 
which I shall present to Parliament, as 
to the conduct of the Department, and 
as to General Truman’s own personal 
capacity to conduct it. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W. 
R., Elland): What sort of an inquiry 
will it be? 


Mr. BRODRICK: A Military Court 
of Inquiry, a proper court, held under 
the Army Regulations; and I will 
undertake that the Court shall be 
promptly composed, and that it shall 
sit at once. My hon. friend the 
member for Westminster asked me 
with reference to Mr. Hauser whether 
further contracts would be made with 
that firm. Now, Sir, I have gone 
carefully into that, and I am _ not at 
all certain that my hon. friend quite 
knew what he was asking when he 
asked the House to pass a Resolution 
of that character. 


Mr. BURDETT - COUTTS (West- 
minster): I did not ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to give any undertaking. 
I only asked him for information as 
to whether any contract with Hauser 
was now running. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As I understood my 
hon. friend’s remarks with regard to 
Mr. Hauser, they were rather taken 
by the House as indicating that it was 
desirable that there should not be 
further contracts in that quarter. I 
am open to argument on that subject, 
but the position is simply as follows: 
Mr Hauser was selected originally for 
the first contract given by the Army— 
not by the Yeomanry Committee _ be- 
cause he had the largest capacity in Hun- 
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gary for supplying horses ; he was a man 
of substance and capital, and had the 
best buyers quartered in all the best 
districts. The whole point with regard 
to Mr. Hauser is that he made a 
large profit on the first contract. I 
do not say that he made an excessive 
profit; the excessive profit was made 
by the other middlemen, who were 
allowed to come in before the profit 
reached Mr. Hauser. I believe he 
received £22 per horse. We know 
nothing; we can only judge by our 
own estimates; but I suppose that in 
every case Mr. Hauser would have 
to pay £10 or £12 for each 
horse. Before they were landed they 
would have cost another £5 each, 
and if a man is £16 or £17 out of pocket 
for a horse, certainly nobody will say 
that £22—that is a profit of £5 or £6 
per horse—is an undue one. Consider 
the circumstances. Every horse that 
dies during transit over several hundred 
miles, or during a detention of possibly 
two or three weeks, has got to be paid 
for by Mr. Hauser; every horse that 
is rejected is thrown on his hands ; and 
if the ship is detained in harbour a 
demurrage of, I think, £75 a day has to 
be paid by the contractor. I am not 
experienced in horse-dealing myself ; my 
right hon. friend has got a knowledge 
of this subject which I have not; but 
I very much doubt whether, taking a 
contract with all these elements of 
risk, he would say that a profit of £5 
or £6 on a horse would be considered 
excessive. At all events we know that 
the Austrian Government pay a larger 
price, and the whole question seems to 
be—Do we secure the animal we require 2 
We must get the very best. On that 
question we have the universal opinion 
of the officers who have examined them 
—men against whose capacity no word 
has been said. We have also the evidence 
from South Africa. I say at once that 
there is no class of horse from any 
part of the world, including Great 
Britain and the Colonies, which has 
not received censure from one or other 
of the authorities in South Africa. It 
is absolutely impossible when we have 
a number of horses, purchased for 
service in South Africa, many of them 
hurried up the country owing to the 


exigencies of the service much too soon | 
a1 
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that there should not be a number 
of persons who have objection to 
Hungarian, Argentine, British, Aus- 
tralian, or American horses; but I can 
say that the very strong majority of 
opinion is that the Hungarian horses 
have done very well. Messrs. 
Hauser are not only men of large 
capital, but own 3,000 or 4,000 
stalls in the town in which we must 
collect and in the centre of the horse- 
breeding country, and they have 
provided us to the satisfaction of our 
inspector with a very large number of 
animals. I should not be prepared to 
cut the country away from such a 
source of supply. We must look at 
this matter from the point of view of 
our interests. Mr. Hauser may have 
made large profits at the first. But we 
have had lately a lot at £20 apiece, and 
also a lot,of a very strong class of cob 
at £26 10s. each. I have ordered a most 
careful investigation in South Africa by 
a variety of authorities as to the capacity 
of these cobs recently shipped from 
Hungary as compared with those from 
other countries; and it is upon the 
result of that investigation that I shall 
decide whether or not the contracts 
with Messrs. Hauser and Schlesinger 
shall continue. 

With regard to the officers and 
others whose names have been men- 
tioned in connexion with this matter 
—the men who I am afraid are chiefly 
responsible for the feeling of distrust 
produced in the House with regard 
to the contracts—those are Captain 
Hartigan, the contractor's men who 
passed the horses delivered by the 
contractor, Colonel Maclean, and Colonel 
St. Quintin. I regret to have to name 
them. I very much regret the error of 
judgment they made. But I have no 
power to do more than express my 
regret, for they are not under the 
authority of the Commander-in-Chief. 
General Truman, who is under the 
authority of the Commander-in-Chief, 
must stand or fall by the inquiry which 
will be made. Captain Hartigan will be 
given the opportunity of substantiating 
the evidence which he has given; and 
unless he very distinctly clears himself 
of all imputations whatever in regard to 
the matter, | certainly shall not allow 
him to continue even in his temporary 
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employment at Aldershot. I can only 
repeat what I said on Friday night— 
that we are as anxious as any Member oi 
the House can be, not only for the purity, 
but for the efficiency, of these contracts. 
I deeply regret that im the course of this 
discussion so much obloquy has been 
thrown on the Committee who are re- 
sponsible for bringing these things to 
light. That Committee have performed 
their duty with absolute fearlessness. 
I think it extremely hard that gentlemen 
who took upon themselves an invidious 
and unpleasant task, and have performed 
it with impartiality, should have been 
made the objects of bitter attack. | 
say also, as [ said on Friday night, that 
the iailure of one contract, carried out 
by persons not associated with the War 
Ofiice, should not be made the reason 
for attacking the whole series of con- 
tracts carried out by the War Office in 
eonnection with the war, and for the 
casting of imputations, which are en- 
tirely delusive, that the want of business 
capacity displayed by private individuals 
proves a loss of millions of money on 
contracts made by the War Office. So 
long as I represent the War Office in this 
House, whatever may be the temper of 
Parliament in regard to that Department, 
I will endeavour that justice shall be 
done, and that facts shall be put  for- 
ward; and I believe the War Office will 
not suffer and that the country will gain 
if, where justice is required, justice is 


done. 


CAMPBELL-BAN- 
NERMAN (Stirling Burghs): I do 
not think the right hon. Gentleman 
has reason to complain of the tone in 
which the Committee dealt with this 
question on Friday night. The House 
was startled, surprised, and intensely 
interested, but | do not think that it 
ean be at all a matter of wonder 
that strong things were said after the 
disclosures which the Report of the 
Remounts Committee contains. The 
right hon. Gentleman has now looked 
into the matter personally, and we 
acknowledge at once the spirit in which 
he has done so. He has promised that 
if, on further enquiry, it is found tiat 
Captain Hartigan is no longer fit to be 
retained in the position he holds, he 
will see that the decision is carried oyf, 
Mr. Brodrick. 


(5.8.) Sim H. 


{COMMONS} 
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The right hon. Gentleman also very 
properly accedes to the request of 
General ‘Truman that there should be 


an inquiry into his conduct by a 
military court, there being—as the 
right hon. Gentleman rightly  in- 


terprets the opinion of the Committee— 
no imputation on that officer, but only 
the suggestion that he conducted the 
operations with which he was -onnected 
in an unbusiness-like way. So far, that 


leaves the matter for the moment in a 
satisfactory position. I do not know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman 


proposes to postpone the Report stage of 
the Vote for some time in order to 
enable the House to pronounce an 
opinion upon the conclusion to which 
he ultimately comes. It seems to me 
that that would be the regular and 
proper course to pursue, but, at any 
rate, we shall be informed, no doubt, of 
that conclusion by the right hon. 
Gentleman when he arrives at it. 

1 would venture to go a little further. 
[do not think | am wrong in .saying 
that there has been an uneasy feeling 
in the public mind about the manner 
in which horses have been purchased in 


other places besides Hungary. One 
hears vague accounts upon which, of 
course, one cannot rely, that the 


arrangements for the purchase of 
horses in this country, in Ireland, in 


Canada, in Argentina—indeed | wher- 
ever horses have been bought—have 


been in some cases open to doubt, and 
that the results have not been satis- 
factory. I would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether the Government 
should not promote an inquiry into 
the general question of the purchase 
of horses in this great emergency, 


which emergency, no doubt, would 
cover a multitude of sins. We have 


been already told that there is to be 
a full inquiry into the conduct of the 
war, at the end of the war, and it may be 
said that this investigation could be very 
well postponed until then ; but we have 
had this inquiry into the purchase of 
horses in Hungary, and I do not see why 
the investigation should not be ex- 
tended to the other markets. If it 
should be decided to hold this general 
inquiry, I trust it will be held by a 
Committee somewhat more competent 
to go fully, dispassionately, and com- 
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pletely into the question than the! would have had something to say in 
Committee which dealt with the pur- | the course of the debate which then 
chase of horses in Hungary. I agree took place. But perhaps I am happy 
with what the right hon. Gentleman in the postponement of the little I 
has said as te the proof which the should have said, in that 1 have had 
Report supplies of that Committee's de- the opportunity of listening to the 
sire to arrive at the facts of the case general speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
honestly and _ straightforwardly. At; man the Leader of the Opposition. 
the same time, with all deference in He says 1 was not a very strong 
the world to individual members of | member of the Horse Purchase Com- 
the Committee, perhaps it is not, out) mittee, because he does not think I 
of place to say that it was not, for look with sufficient vigour on the 
the purpose of a business inquiry, a/iniquities of this side of the House. 
very strong Committee. The hon,' He does not complain of my conduct 
Gentleman opposite, who was the in that respect whenI sat on that side 
chairman of the Committee (Sir of the House, because he recollects 
Charles Welby) has been private secre- that I had something to do with con- 
tary to two successive Secretaries of victing of very great iniquities a right 
State, and is now, by some strange hon. Gentleman who was short of 
arrangement, Assistant Under-Secretary cordite. The right hon. Gentleman 
unpaid at the War Office, or has been made a great and somewhat unhappy 
recently so. Of my hon. friend behind blunder in his remarks. He spoke as 
me (Mr. C. Hobhouse) I say nothing. if a Committee of this sort was chiefly 
In my hon. and gallant friend oppo- interested in dealing with the questions 
site (Colonel Kenyon-Slaney) I have submitted to it from a Party or 
great confidence also, but he is not} Government point of view. In fact, 
a person particularly quick to mark the right hon. Gentleman’s charge 
iniquity in occupants of the Treasury against me was that | might be too 
Bench. The only other member of partial to the Government side of the 
the Committee is the near relative of House. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for War him- made a sad mistake. He should 
self. The secretary of the Committee recollect that when such Committees 
is a near relative, a brother, of a mem- are appointed, and hon. Members are 
ber of the Government, and I believe | invited to serve on them, they do 
private secretary to the noble Lord, not look on their duties from a Party 
the Financial Secretary to the War point of view, but solely and simply 
Office. We are accustomed to family with the view of arriving at a fair 
connections in the affairs of the Empire, | decision on the questions submitted to 
but even these small matters—com-| them. In questions of this sort, 
paratively small matters—are entrusted Party, or Government, or Opposition, 
to little family parties. I say this| does not enter into consideration at 
without the slightest imputation on/| all. There were two matters at stake— 
any members of the Committee; the efficiency of the horses supplied 
but for the purpose for which they | t to the army, and, more important still, 

were appointed they were not, as it the good faith and honour of the 
happened, a strong Committee ; and if| officers of the army. I freely confess 
an inquiry is made, which I think that on the latter point I am a decided 

ought to be made, into the purchase | partisan. I should have been extremely 
of horses generally, then I trust it | sorry to have had convict an officer 

will be seen to that the members of of the army of bad faith and unjust 

the Committee are more entirely inde-| dealing, but, just in proportion as I 

pendent of the Government, and perhaps | should have been sorry to do so, I 

more qualified by business experience to | should have done it if the evidence 

conduct such an inquiry. | warranted it, in order that the high 

‘reputation of the army should have 

(5.15.) CotoneL. KENYON-SLANEY been purged of such a man, if any 

(Shropshire, Newport): Unfortunately, | | such existed. 

I was away on Friday night, or I| In the course of the debate on Friday, 


H 
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there were said some things which, in | 
justice to myself, I cannot pass over | 
in silence. We were blamed by several 
right hon. Gentlemen for the references | 
we made to the hon. Baronet the Mem- | 
ber for Dulwich. But those who blamed | 
us could not. I think, have read the | 
reference under which we sat. The) 
first part of the reference was: | 
‘“‘The Committee are requested to examine 
certain allegations as to bribes given to British | 
ofticers in relation to the purchase of horses 
in Austria-Hungary, made by Sir Blundell 
Maple, M.P., and to hear such evidence as may 
be tendered in support of them.” 
It was, therefore, absolutely necessary | 
that we should deal with the question. | 
We were delighted, in the course of 
our investigations, to hear from the 
hon. Baronet that his speech, from 
which those ideas were taken, did not 
convey what he intended it to convey, 
and that he challenged the correctness 
of the report in a certain newspaper of | 
an interview which was thought outside | 
to substantiate those accusations. The | 
army at large feels very bitterly the 
imputations cast upon it, and it looks 
to the Secretary of State for War and 
the Commander-in Chief to see that its 
honour is not impugned, and that it is 
fairly treated when such charges as 
these are made. I think, therefore, | 
that any fair-minded man will allow 
that in making the statements we) 
did, basing them on the evidence that 
came before us, we were simply carrying 


out the first of the duties entrusted to, 
us. I allow most heartily that the action | 


of the hon. Baronet has been productive 
of much good; and that the matter 
was brought forward with the best 


intentions and the single-minded idea | 
of doing good to the country, both now | 


and in the future. In that respect, I 


think the hon. Baronet can congratu-| 


late himself on having achieved a 
satisfactory result, although I regret 
the army should have had reason to 


think that an imputation was made | 


which we now know was not intended. 
After the speech of my right hon. 
friend the Secretary of State for War, 


it is unnecessary for me to labour at) 
any length the questions to which he | 


has referred. But in reading the report 
of last Friday’s debate, it was clear to 
me that there were one or two mis- 
conceptions in the minds of those 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 


{COMMONS} 
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who spoke and expressed strong opinions. 
They did not seem quite to realise 
that the business of horse-buying for the 
Imperial Yeomanry was one entirely 
outside and beyond the Remount Depart- 
ment as constituted; also that the 
amount at which the contract was set 
had nothing whatever to do with Mr. 
Hartigan, but was a matter of business 
between the Imperial Yeomanry and 
the contractors; and, further, that 
there was not an unlimited number of 
horses on which anybody might get a 


| percentage, but that the number of 


horses, as well as the amount of the 
contract, was laid down. There also 
seemed to be an idea that Mr. Hartigan 
was an officer in His Majesty’s Service, 
and that therefore it was extremely dis- 
honourable on his part to associate 
himself in any way with such a contract. 
Well, he was not at that time in any 
way whatever connected with the King’s 
Service. Another misconception was 
that, after his time was over, Mr. Har- 
tigan was re-established in the King’s 
Service under the auspices of General 
Truman. That point has been dealt 
with and set at rest by my right hon. 
friend the Secretary of State; and I 
hope that all the ideas engendered by 
it will be put away for good and all. 

Now, there are one or two points 
which, for my own satisfaction, | want 
made somewhat clearer. Do I under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Thanet, when he speaks of 
a ‘‘white-washing’’ Committee, to re- 
fer to that Committee of which I was 
a member and whose Report is now in 
my hand? I should like a_ specific 
answer on that point. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Certainly 
I applied that term to a Committee 
which appeared to me to approach this 
subject with a view to discrediting the 
person who demanded the inquiry, and 
of white-washing the people concerned. 


CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY: Then 
I understand the right hon. Gentleman 
does apply that term to the Cvom- 

‘ittee. Let me tell him plainly that I 
repudiate it absolutely. I am extremely 
sorry that the right hon. Gentleman 
should have used any such expression, 
which does no credit to his courtesy or 








225 


his 


(“Ol 


MR 
On a 
to re 
previ 


Mr. 
and | 
hon. 
his s' 
to th: 


Cor 
hon. 
only 
repeat 
that ] 
on a 
eallins 
which 
House 
I wish 
in the 
there 
which 
out ¢ 
King’s 
used t 
the Re 
and di 
phrase 
show 
partak 
{“ Oh. 


Mr. 
Sir, th 
statem 
pertine 


Mr. 
tice ha 
practic 
which 
taken 
taken | 
entitles 
order, : 
must b 


Mr. 
then, § 
ence ” ; 


Mr. 
= 
pertine 


224 
ons. 
lise 
the 
rely 
art- 
the 
set 
Mr. 
ess 
and 
hat 
r of 
at a 
> of 
the 
also 
gan 
rice, 
dis- 
‘late 
ract. 
any 
ng’s 
was 
Har- 
ng’s 
eral 
lealt 
hon. 
id I 
1 by 


oints 
want 
ider- 
. the 
cs of 
0 Te- 
was 
yw in 
ecific 


ainly 
Littee 
this 
r the 
, and 
ned. 


Then 
em an 
Com- 
hat I 
omely 
eman 
ssion, 
sy oF 





225 Supply— 
his perception of right and wrong. 


[“Oh.”] 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 


On a point of order, Sir, is it in order 
to refer to and answer speeches made in 
previous debate in this House? 


Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon. 
and gallant Member asked the right 
hon. Gentleman a question. He based 
his statement on the reply he received 
to that question. j 


44.4) 
- +, 


COLONEL KENYON-SLANEY: The | 


hon. Member has forgotten that it was 
only a short time ago the charge was 
repeated. I say it is most unfortunate 


that hon. Members cannot do their best | 


on a Committee of this sort without 
calling down upon themselves language 
which is not at all befitting to the 
House or deserved by themselves. Then 
I wish to refer to another speech made 
in the debate on Friday night, because 
there was certain other language used 
which I think ought not to pass with- 
out challenge. The hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn, who interrupted just now, 
used these words—that a special part of 
the Report was “altogether disingenuous 
and dishonest.’’ Those are objectionable 
phrases. To my mind they not only 
show extreme want of taste, but they 
partake of extreme impertinence. 


[“Oh.”] 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I must ask, 
Sir, that the hon. and gallant Member’s 
statement be taken down—the word “ im- 
pertinence.” 


Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: That prac- 
tice has now passed into desuetude. The 
practice is no longer in existence by 
which words spoken in this House can be 
taken down by the clerks and action 
taken upon them. The hon. Member is 
entitled to ask whether the words are in 
order, and if they are not in order they 
must be withdrawn. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I ask you | 
then, Sir, whether the word “ impertin- 
ence” is in order. 


Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: If the hon. | 
and gallant Member used the word “im- | 
pertinence” in the sense in which it is 
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_ generally used, it would be disorderly ; if 
he used it in the sense of “ irrelevance,” 
then it would not be disorderly. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY: Let 
me be quite frank. I did not use the ex- 
pression in the sense of “irrelevance” ; I 
used it as a very proper expression, in 
reply toa charge of disingenuousness and 


| dishonesty. 


Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: If the 


/hon. and gallant Member says that, then 


I have to say that the word used in that 
sense is not in order, and I must ask him 
to withdraw it. 


CoLoNEL KEN YON-SLANEY : As you 
so rule, Sir, of course, I withdraw it. 
Mav I ask, in turn, whether the words 
“disingenuous and dishonest,” as applied 
toa Commiteee of this House, are to stand 
on the records of this House 4 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Before you 


answer, Sir— 


Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: If the word 
was used in Committee in the sense in 
which the hon. and gallant Member thinks 
it was used, I am sure that the Chairman 


lof the Committee would have had his 


attention called to it directly. But as 
that did not occur, I must presume that 
the word was not used in that sense, 
and must have been used in regard to the 
general Report of the Committee, and nct 
as an imputation on any member of the 
Committee. 


CoLtoneL. KENYON-SLANEY: Of 
course, I can only judge of English as 
it is written and spoken. I accept your 
ruling on that point, Sir, but I should 
like to re-read the words, so that the 
House may judge whether or not I read 
them aright : 

‘But he proposed to draw the moral from 
the story which the House had listened to. He 


wished to call attention to a special part of the 
Report which, he considered, was altogether 


| disingenuous and dishonest.” 


Now, Sir, if with regard to the Report of 
a Committee an hon. Member uses the 
language, “the report which I consider 
was altogether disingenuous and dis- 
honest,” it passes my limited knowledge 
to understand how that can be anything 
but a direct slur on the character and 


| probity of the members of that Commit- 


H 2 
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tee, and I desire, in every way the forms 
of the House permit, to put on record 
that I consider the use of such language 
extremely offensive, extremely uncalled 
for, and extremely wrong. The hon. 
Member sometimes seems to think that 
it is within his province to blame us all. 
We do not all of us suffer from sore 
heads; we do not all of us suffer from 
“ swelled-head ” ; 
when the hon. Member again addresses 
himself to that sort of subject he will be 
a little more careful as to the epithets he 
uses, and the words which fall from his 
lips. He was good enough further on 
to ask about the “tame” and “ bleat- 
ing’’ Committee. It seems to me it is 
the duty of the House at large to con- 
sider whether to treat Committees in 
this way is useful, whether it tends to 
the good conduct of business, and to 
the promotion of that willingness to 
take part in the affairs of the House 
which is urged upon us by gentlemen of 
high position, who tell us that one of the 


things the House most needs is that the | 


younger, or at least, the less known or 
more humble Members like myself, 
should be ready to take what little part 
they can in the business that goes on, 
and not be afraid of doing their best. 
I do not think this sort of treatment is 
likely to facilitate that end. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): What about the hon. Member 
for Dulwich ? 


CotonEL KENYON-SLANEY: The 
hon. Member for Dulwich I have already 
dealt with, and I have nothing more to 
urge against him, for I have said what 
I had to say in regard to his case. I 


am perfectly certain that the Report of | 


this Committee will be useful for the 
conduct of affairs in the future, for it 
will have done much to clear the issue. 
I would like to say that it is very doubt- 
ful whether this House is doing very 


good service either to itself or to the | 


country when it indulges in any strong 
denunciation of any public servant, 
civil or military, with very often 
incomplete knowledge of the facts. I 
heard an opinion expressed in several 
quarters that General Truman should 
be dismissed at once. We have heard 
some arguments used which ought to 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 


{COMMONS} 


and I only hope that | 
‘office was not conducted to the full 
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make those hon. Gentlemen sorry that 
they spoke insuch a hurry. The Depart- 
ment over which General Truman pre- 
sides has done very great service, though 
everyone acknowledges that there is 
ample room for improvement and re- 
organisation in that Department ; but it 
is not wise to blame the man who has 
carried out well a great deal of the 
duties lately because another part of the 


approval of the House, and as we have 
every right to hope that it will be con- 
ducted in future. If, however, after 
this warning and experience there is 
reason to blame the Remount Depart- 
ment, I believe that not a word would 
be said against making an example of 
those who failed to profit by both. A 
rumour has reached me that General 
Truman has been called upon to resign. 
I hope it is not so, and if it is so the 
call for his resignation should be res- 
cinded. General Truman has appealed 
to a military court of inquiry, and until 
that court has issued its finding General 
Truman should not be called upon to 
resign. The House, perhaps, will pardon 
meas a soldier if lam jealous of fair play 
towards soldiers, and if 1 am anxious 
that they should not be treated unfairly 
as well as discourteously. I apologise 
to the House if I have spoken more 
strongly than I ought to have done. 
I confess that I feel strongly in regard 
to the language which has been used, 
and I thought it my duty to say here, 
and put on record, what I should not 
hesitate to say in private. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The 
hon. Member has naturally used 
somewhat stronger language than he 
would otherwise have done, because 
he was not in his place on Friday 
night. Although he knew that this 
matter was coming up for discus- 
sion, he has waited until to-day in 
order to take an opportunity of answer- 
ing a speech made last Friday ; but I 
think it would have been more appropri- 


ate if he had taken his opportunity 


upon that occasion. The hon. Member 
only exaggerates the scope of the word 
“dishonest,” which you, Mr. Deputy- 
Speaker, have pointed out was used by 
me in a perfectly proper and Parlia- 
mentary sense. [Ministerial cries of 
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“Oh, oh!”’] Yes, I say that the,word 
was used in a perfectly proper and 
Parliamentary sense. The suggestion was 
not that this excellent Committee, 
the type of all the virtues and all the 
proprieties, was guilty of conscious 
dishonesty. I think the very words 
which the hon. Member quoted show 
that what I intended to convey was 
that the Committee had not followed 
to a logical conclusion the result of 
the evidence they had before them. 
I think the hon. and gallant Member 
isa little hard upon me, considering the 
way they treated the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Dulwich. At first the 
Committee expressed their very deep 
regret tl.at the Member for Dulwich 
whom they now cannot praise too much 
for having brought forward the subject, 
should have committed himself to public 
statements which, whatever their in- 
tention, were universally understood to 
be direct attarks on the honour and 
integrity of British officers. But they 
cannot deny thai there was not a fact 
set out in this Report which was not 
originated by the hon. Member for 
Dulwich. It was stot the Committee 
whe found out about Hartigan; it was 
the hon. Member for Dulwich. It 


was not the Committee who discovered | 


that the horses were a: bad as they 
were. If the horses were good it would 
not matter so much about the price. 
It was the Member for Dulwich, 


covered that these horses were “ flat- 


catchers.’ The complaint of everyone on | 


Friday and the gravamen of the whole 
thing was that these Hungarian horses 
were flat-catchers. [An Hon. MEMBER: 


What is a flat-catcher ?] I shouldimagine | 
horse | 


that a flat-catcher means a 
which will only take in a flat, and 
those were the sort of horses we got. 
The Secretary of State for War does 
not agree 
have done well, 
is to the effect that they were about the 
worst four-footed things of the horse kind 
that the Almighty had ever permitted 
to crawl on the earth. 


Mr. BRODRICK: 


So far as regards 
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with that, and he says. 
that they were excellent horses and _ 
but that is not the’ 
opinion which I hear on all sides, which | 


the reports from the front, the officers | 
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_ apologised for sending them out so quickly 
but the horses looked so well that it 


was considered useless to keep them 
at the base. a. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I shall come 
to that point ina minute, but that is 
another matter. They were not believed 
to be good horses, and nothing will 
convince me that they were otherwise 
than very bad horses. As regards the 
particular gentlemen who have been 
adverted to in Friday’s debate and to- 
day, it ig no use for anybody to defend 
them. The Secretary of State for War 
admits that there is a primd facie case 
against them. He has committed them 
for trial as it were; there is to be a 
military court—an inquiry in one case, 
and a military Court of Inquiry in an- 
other. L[hope, therefore, for the present 
that we shall abstain from further 
criticism upon this point. When the 
right hon. Gentleman talks about the 
attaché at Vienna, I cannot help think- 
ing that a great slight is cast upon 
him by General Truman, because he 


‘says in his evidence on page 66, at 


question 1636 : 

“You have already said that you never 
made use of a military attaché for that pur- 
pose ?—No!” 

“1637.—Donot you think he would be the very 
obvious and natural person to refer to and from 


| whom to obtain reports at regular or irregular 
| intervals ?—He might, but from what I have 


heard of the military attaché, he did not know 


: Nl, | the biggest dealer, or the name of the biggest 
corroborated by Lord Kitchener, who dis- | 


dealer, in Hungary.” 

That, I think, is an imputation of 
ignorance to the military Attache. As 
I have said before, I do not think it 
would be right to pursue the inquiry 
now into the case of Captain Hartigan 
or General Truman. There is one other 
thing which I should like to advert to. 
The right hon. Gentlemen led the House 


'to suppose that Captain Hartigan only 


passed a hundred or two horses. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No! 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: He had 
2,500 or 3,000 —— 
Mr. BRODRICK: When Colonel 


Maclean asked for Captain Hartigan’s 


services he had only 100 or 200 more to 


pass, but Captain Hartigan went on and 
passed 1,500. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I am sure 
that the right hon. Gentleman did not 
intend to mislead the House. The right 


Supply— 


hon. Gentleman seemed again and again | 
this afternoon to repudiate responsibility | 
for the Yeomanry Committee, and there- , 


fore he repudiated all responsibility for 
what they did in regard to Captain 
Hartigan. He also said that the In- 
spector General of Remounts had no 
more to do with it than any Member of 
this House, and that this matter cannot 
be charged on the officials of the War 
Office. I entirely deny that. I say that 
the War Office was wholly and fully 
responsible for all the doings of the Yeo- 
manry Committee. The War Office 
delegated its authority—and I am not 
complaining of it—for a special purpose 
t6 this special Committee of very com- 
petent experts. They delegated to this 
Committee the power of spending the 
money voted by this House to the 
extent of hundreds of thousands of 
pounds, and it is not open to the right 
hon. Gentleman, now that criticisms are 
being made to turn round and say: 
‘We are not responsible, and it is the 
Yeomanry Committee who is responsible.” 
The right hon. Gentleman on this point 
is wholly at variance with his colleague 
the noble Lord the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office who sits beside him. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stan .ey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) assented. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I am glad 
to have the noble Lord’s assent, and he 
admits that the War Office is absolutely 
responsible for everything the Yeomanry 
Committee did. 

Now, Sir, I come to another aspect of 
the question. If the War Office, the 
Yeomanry Committee, Captain Hartigan 
and General Truman have been remiss, 
or any other War Office Officials, as to 
the remounts bought in Hungary, what 
about the other remounts? I was very 
much surprised at one statement made 
by General Truman. Speaking on the 
15th of July, 1901, he said that he had 


not yet had any regular reports as to} 


the state of these Hungarian _ horses 
when they reached South Airica. 
They were sent out cigheeen months 
before—in July. 1901—and General 


{COMMONS} 
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| Truman said he had received no regular 
|reports. He had only received casual 
denunciations in letters. I think that 
is a strange way of conducting the 
business of remounts. Here let me 
remind the right hon. Gentlemen of the 
responsibility of the War Office; these 
two gentlemen went to Hungary in 
consequence of their being prohibited 
by the War Office from going to 
America or Australia ; they were forced 
to go there; they had no other 
place left; they had no choice in 
the matter, and I use that as 
an argument to show the re- 
sponsibility of the War Office. What 
happened? The right hon. Baronet the 
Member for Forest of Dean asked a 
Question a short time after the House 
met, as to whether any general report 
had been received. He did not restrict 
it to Hungarian horses. We have heard 
quite enough about the Hungarian 
horses—perhaps too much. But what 
about the other horses? If no report 
was received up to July last, eighteen 
months after the war commenced, has 
any report been received now as to the 
other horses ? 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): He said he had. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I only re- 
member the answer, but I think it was 
an extremely general one. He said he 
had received ‘‘several” reports. | believe 
when the general report on the condition 
of the remounts is before the House— 
and I hope he is going to give it to us— 
it will show many things. I think it 
will show that unqualified officers were 
sent to inspect the horses which were 
bought —I am not speaking of Hungarian 
horses only—and that the officers were 
selected for social considerations. ‘That 
reminds me of the suggestion of my 
right hon. friend the President of the 
Board of Agriculture, who said that we 
must take care that if there is any 
system whereby promotion in the army 
is influenced by smart ladies in society, 
it must be stopped. I think if there is 
any system whereby smart gentlenen 
in society, who, though unqualified, are 
sent out as veterinary officers to pass 
horses, that too ought to be stopped. 
'I am not suggesting what will be found 
| in this Report. 
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THEFIRST LORD or tHE TREASURY | of them —when landed was something 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.) disgraceful. Large numbers were sent 
asked the hon. Member for the names. — up the country at once, and were with- 

|out food and drink for three or four 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: [alluded to | days together. While many of them 
the President of the Board of Agriculture were perfectly useless when landed, 
and the suggestion which he made. 'a large portion of the remainder 

/became absolutely useless after this 

Mr. BRODRICK: My hon. friend treatment. I am credibly informed— 
makes a charge against the War Office | and J should like to know whether it is 
of sending out officers for social reasons, | true—that but for the grievous state of 
and my right hon. friend asks him if the horses arising from some of them 
he has any names to give to the House, | being bad horses, and many of them 
because if the hon. Gentleman has any having been treated in the way I 
he ought to give them. _have described, President Kruger and 

President Steyn would have _ been 

Mr.GIBSON BOWLES: I will mention caught at Poplar Grove. I want to 
no names. ‘know if there is any contradiction to 

i|what -I have said. Above all, it the 

Mr. BRODRICK: * Then I think the | right hon. Gentleman has these things 
charge should be withdrawn. If the in his Report on the remounts, let us 
hon. Member is unable to substantiate have that Report. We know that charges 
the charge that officers were sent out will be made. Some charges have been 
for social reasons, then I think he ought | made which had to be withdrawn. 
to withdraw it. There were such in connection with the 

|Hungarian horses. If the right hon. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I will will-; Gentleman will undertake to give us 
ingly withdraw the words as a charge. | his own Report on the remounts, I will 
I may say that I can hardly be said to| withdraw anything in the nature of 
have made the statement as a charge. reflection upon him, or his Department, 
I stated what I believed would be found | or the officers who passed the horses. 
when inquiry came to be made. I am In spite of a certain amount of heat 
convinced that what happened with the developed in their course, these debates 
Hungarian horses happened also with have not been unprofitable. It is our 
the others. Far too little time was given | bounden duty in this House to inquire 
to passing the horses. We have it in the into the way in which the money 
evidence given before the able and | voted by the House is spent. We do 
gallant gentlemen forming this Com-) not grudge the money. Last Friday 
mittee, that one gentleman, Colonel if it had not been that we well knew 
Williams, passed 500 cobs a day. Ido) that we were voting Supplies for 
not say that this happened to the same the war, His Majesty’s Government 
extent in the case of other horses,; would have been beaten in the House. 
but far too little time was given to the | We could not take the responsibility of 
officers who passed them. I am told, voting against them in the circumstances. 
that it is impossible for a man to pro- | Surely the Government should take some 
perly examine and pass more than 50 | heed, and let us know whether the rest of 
or 60 horses a day. I want to know our money has been properly spent. Let 
whether the right hon. Gentleman has| us know whether his Department is 
got any confirmation of what I am now | absolutely perfect. I am glad that an 
stating. Will he give us his Report ?| inquiry is to be made in the case of one 
He has not made up his mind, perhaps. | gentleman. But that will not suffice. 
I believe it will be found that, after | We will require a much larger inquiry 
passing 50 or 60 horses, a man’s judg-|than that. To find that Captain 
ment leaves him, and he becomes in- | Hartigan has done wrong and sacrifice 
capable of passing any more horses that | him, to find that General Truman has 
day. I am told that the treatment of | been mistaken and excuse him, will not 
these horses—I am not now speaking | be sufficient. It is quite clear from the 
of Hungarian horses only, but of all | history of the Hungarian horses that 
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money has been wasted like water— | 
wasted by tens of thousands of pounds. 
We would not have wasted half the) 
money if we had got good horses. It 
is the badness of the horses we complain 
of. Inthe absence of further explanation 
from the gallant members or official 
members of the Committee, we cannot | 
but feel that, prima facie, the responsibility 
rests upon the War Office. The War | 
Office is bound to give a full, clear and | 
_perfect inquiry into this matter. 


*(5.54.) Str BLUNDELL MAPLE 
(Camberwell, Dulwich): I should not have 
risen at the present time were it not that 
I find the Secretary of State for War has 
not thoroughly read the Blue-book. A 
great deal, if not all the difficulty, we have 


had to deal with has arisen through the | 


War Office not appointing a proper 
Committee with the requisite authority 
to go out and make all the inquiries 
that were needed on the spot. I told 
the Committee on Friday that I had 
found it necessary, inasmuch as what I 
had stated was not believed, to send out 
at some cost a secretary and Mr. Waugh 
to make inquiries. You will find Mr. 
Waugh’s statement at page 21. The 
particular statement to which I wish to 
refer the Secretary of State for War is 
the reply to question 1173 in Captain 
Hartigan’s evidence— 

‘*Did you have any relations with Colonel 
Maclean at that tiae when you first went 
out ?—No except that I used to oblige him, and 
keep the book every day, that is to say, write 
down a description as follows : ‘Bay mare, 
14°3, colour, so and so’ and so on—” 

“You kept that book for Colonel Maclean ? 
**T did and got nothing for it. 

It is a fact within my knowledge that 
Captain Hartigan and Colonel Maclean 
stayed together, and also that at their 
little luncheon parties and dinner parties, 
Mr. Hauser was often present. 
in my possession an aflidavit by a man 
who declares that he paid for Hauser, 
not only Captain Hartigan’s board, but 
also Colonel Maclean’s. It was impor- 
tant, when such a subject was brought 
forward, the War Office ought to have 
sent out some gentlemen charged to 
inquire into the whole circumstances of 
the matter. It is difficult for a man| 
like myself, situated in England, to get 
together all the different gentlemen at | 
this long distance. The House will | 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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I have | 
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remember that it was in February of 


‘last year that I first asked for inquiry, 


and I repeatedly asked the inquiry 


afterwards, but nothing was done by 
'the War Office for some t me 


in the 
way of making inquiry in any shape or 
form. The War Office ultimately did 
this: They appointed a Committee, and 


‘in the reference they said that I made 


allegations. I avoided making allega- 
tions. I said that insinuations had been 
made, and I asked that inquiry 
should be made on behalf of the army 
as well as the country. 


I am convinced that if the War Office 


wish to get to the bottom of the whole 


subject they should get full information. 
I suggest most decidedly that some 
further inquiry should be made in this 
matter. There are gentlemen in 
Austria-Hungary who are interested in 
this matter. They feel that they are 
the breeders of the sort of horses that 
were required in South Africa, but 
other inferior horses were bought. You 
had old brutes sent out, not at all the 
animals which ought to have been sent 
out. I can assure the Secretary for 
War that I have had letters from South 
Africa which state that my correspon- 
dents were disgusted with the class of 
animals sent out there. I could tell 
you the names of the hotels at which 
these men stayed in Austria-Hungary, 
and how they lived together. I have 
heard how the accounts were paid, and 
therefore I know a lot. It was impossible 
for me to give the noble Lord the affi- 
davit, as I did not get it until after at- 
tending the War Office Committee ; butif 
the gentlemen of the War Office were to 
go out there they would get all the infor- 
mation of what went on. I am quite in 
accord with my hon. friend, and also with 
the Leader of the Opposition, when they 
said that it was most important to go 
into the whole question of remounts. 
Since this matter was opened I have 
had many letters referring to certain 
people who have been charged with 
buying horses in different parts of the 
world. We know that many thousands 
of our poor fellows have died or were 
shot down, or compelled to sur- 
render, because of the wretched 
horses on which they were mounted. 
I do hope that the Secretary for 
| War will carry out the promise he 
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has made, and wili appoint a very 
strong Committee. I am quite sure 
that the members of the old Committee 
tried to do what was right, but they 
had their hands tied, and could not 
send out anyone to make inquiries 
on the spot. There should be a proper 
re-organisation of the Remount De- 
partment. First-class horses no doubt 
can be got in Irelana, in Yorkshire, 
and in the Colonies. Then, there was 
gross mismanagement in the treatment 
of the: horses that were sent out to 
South Africa. I know of cases where 
13 horses had been squeezed into 
trucks only capable of carrying eight, 
and where the animals were kept 
for 36 hours without water or food. The 
natura! result was that a great many 
died. 


*(6.8.) Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) : 
I think that the House and the country 
must feel that we are greatly indebted 
to the hon. Baronet for bringing up 
ths question. The hon. Member is 
not one of those candid friends of the 
Government who, for one cause or 
another, make themselves disagreeable 
and hypercritical He had_ special 
opportunities for acquiring knowledge 
which gave rise to that belief in his own 
mind that scandalous proceedings were 
going on, which proved to be only too 
well founded. He did not make any 
public attack. He communicated pri- 
vately with Ministers as long asa year 


ago, in February last; and I remember | 
well that the hon. Baronet was obliged | 
to make a statement to the House in> 


June last on the subject; beeause he had 
found it impossible to get the Govern- 
ment, by private exhortations and 
communications, to take any action 
whatever. The result of his public 
statements in this House, however, 
at the end of June, forced the War 
Office into some sort of action, and 


thus came about the appointment of the 


Departmental Committee in July. It 
resulted, not freely from the private 
information of February, but reluctantly 
from the public proposal of June. The 
hon. Baronet justly complained of the 
invidious position in which he had been 
placed by the terms of the reference to 
that Committee, and of the limitations 


of that reference ; and hon. Members, | 
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| grateful to him for his public service, 
| have a right to join in that complaint. 
'Isay that the terms of that reference 
/were not suitable. Then what next 
| happened? The Committee, right or 
| wrong, reported in August—so much 
we learn from the prints before us— 
and the responsible Minister—for so I 


| must call him—actually took no steps to 


_inform himself upon the matters affecting 
the personal conduct and position of 
officers in the army and officers of 


/his own department implicated in this 


matter, previous to the debate. He was 

quite uninformed on these subjects as 
late as Friday night last, when he asked 
the House to pass this Vote. So far 
from considering that the Report placed 
in his hands in August obliged him to 
inquiry and action, so far from con- 
sidering that he ought to call for 
explanations from Captain Hartigan, 
General Truman, and Colonel McLean, 
the Secretary does nothing, but comes 
‘down here to move his Vote absolutely 
ignorant on the matter which was the 
chief subject of the disagreeable debate of 
Friday. What has been his course 
towards this House? First of all he 
endeavoured, so far as he could, to prevent 
the House being informed effectively of 
the full facts of the case. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not know 
whether the hon. and learned Member 
was in the House on Friday night. 


*Mr. BLAKE: Yer, I was. 
Mr. BRODRICK: Well, he must 


know that I explained that a case was 
pending in the Law Courts involving 
two of the persons implicated, and that 
that case was only settled in the Courts 
in the middle of January; and at that 
moment I did not think ! was justified 


in making all the facts public. 


*Mr. BLAKE: The right hon. Gentle- 
man laid the Papers on the Table at the 
latest instant he could do so, and 
then he said to the House, with the 
gravest possible face, that we had all 
the information he could yive. | It is 
ridiculous to say that he could not 
have given the informativn sooner. 
But if in truth he ‘could not have laid 
the papers earlier, then he was bound to 


i] 
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defer the Vote till later. It is an absurd 
position to say “The lawyers told me 


I ought not to inform you till now, and | 
therefore you must in a few moments | 


master this bulky book.” But although 


hon. Members had only a few minutes | 
in which to master this Report, 1 am | 
bound to say that they did master it | 
a great deal more thoroughly than the | 


right hon. Gentleman, although he had 
had the document in his possession 
since August last. 
mation seemed to be derived from state- 
ments made in debate by members of his 


Committee, rather than from any study | 


of his own of their Report. Next the 
right hon. Gentleman, having thus 
precipitated the Vote without being 
informed himself, or giving the House 
any proper chance to inform themselves, 


repudiated all responsibility. He said, | 


in substance— 


* This is not a War Office matter. If it had 


been a case of the permanent officials, of | 


General Truman or other agents, of course 
I would have been responsible. That is the 
political rule; but I chose to employ a special 
agency for the purpose 
mittee of gentlemen in whom I had confidence 
to do this business, and because of employing 
this special agency, instead of the normal 
regular agency I am not responsible ; my per- 
manent staff is, of course, not responsible ; 
there is no one responsible.” 


If that is the result of employing special 
agencies, the right hon. Gentleman 
will allow me to say that he had 
better not employ any more special 
agencies. What I say is, that the public 
business must be so done that someone 
is responsible to us for what is done. 
The truth is, that the right hon. Gentle- 
man is just as responsible for what 
this special agency did as for the doings 
of his own officials in the War Office, 
and to endeavour to escape political 
responsibility on the ground of special 
agency is both humiliating and ridicu- 
lous. What happened next? Having 
come to the House, having thrust the 
Papers on us at the latest possible 
moment, uninformed himself, having 
made no inqury whatever, and unable 
to answer on the charges made against 


General Truman—because, as he now | 


tells us, he did not know the facts, and 

was not able to deny that General 

Truman had anything to do with the 

present Hartigan appointment—-havin 

abstained frem inquiry of the General, 
Mr. Blake 


{ COMMONS} 


In truth, his infor- | 


I empleyed a Com- | 
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|of Hartigan, of Colonel McLean—he 
| could say nothing. But was it not his 
business to have ,found out the truth 
about those circumstances which had 
been in vain brought before him in 
February, and before the House by the 
hon. Member for Dulwich in June last ? 
Was it not his business at any rate to 
have inquired before asking the money ? 
But the right hon. Gentleman has 
found out since. Once again, driven by 
the public exposure of Friday, he has 
spent the time between Friday and 
Monday in finding something out about 
General Truman, and has got some 
explanation from him. And he has also 
got some explanation from Captain 
Hartigan, and now he is going to make 
an inquiry—not by a strong Committee, 
but a personal inquiry—and form his 
own judgment on Captain Hartigan’s 
‘conduct. There is also to be a military 
inquiry in regard to General Truman ; 
and his fate will then be settled. But, 
Sir, the right hon. Gentleman ought to 
have informed himself of all these facts 
and to have acted, last summer, and any- 
way before he asked the Committee on 
Friday night to pass this Vote. For 
|every fact which made it necessary that 
‘he should enquire and investigate is in 
‘these Papers on the Table; and_ these 
| Papers have been in his hands since 
| August last. He had done nothing on 
‘them whatever. He did nothing on his 
}own Motion. He had not even informed 
| himself before the Vote. He would have 
_ known nothing and done nothing but for 
‘the debate. But forced again, Sir, he now 
‘at last finds that there is a prima facie 
|ease against one, and that a Court of 
Inquiry should be held on another, and 
he invites us to suspend our judgment 
‘accordingly. Sir, the right hon. Gentle- 
|man’s own statement shows a gross 
| neglect of his official duty. He has done 
'nothing voluntarily, or in time, or until 


| 


|the House of Commons has forced his 


|hand down, that such a method of con- 
| ducting public business does not inspire 
|me with any confidence as to the result 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s further 
inquiries, or his mode of conducting the 


business of this Nation. 





(6.14.)24Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 
do not rise to make ‘any lengthened 
|statement fon this subject, but the 
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hon. Gentleman has levelled a charge 
against the Secretary for War. 
The Secretary for War in the course 
of his official career has had many 
charges made against him, but this, I 
take it, is absolutely the first time in 
his experience that he has been accused 
of want of energy and want of industry 
in carrying out his official duties. A 
more preposterous charge never was 


made in this House by any man, and 


that is saying a good deal, for we are 
rather reckless in some of the charges 
that are scattered about. But a more 
reckless charge than that, or one more 
absolutely without foundation, it would 
be difficult to produce in our pazrlia- 
mentary annals. 


What are the facts? My right 
hon. friend has got to defend a 
Vote of five millions for carrying 


on the war in South Africa—a very 
large Vote, dealing with very great 
and pressing interests. My right hon. 
friend, I suppose, is the hardest worked 
man at this moment in the three 
kingdoms; and because he is not fully 
primed in all the details of transactions 
which happened twelve months before 
he was in office, with regard to which 
not one shilling of public money was 
asked for in this Vote, with regard 
to which not one penny of the five 
millions voted on Friday has anything 
to do, directly or indirectly, my right 
hon. friend is charged not only with 
gross incompetence apparently, but with 
idle neglect of his public duty. I leave 
the absurdity of that charge. It is not 
worth pursuing further. 

There are only two other points on 
which it is necessary to say a word. One 
is this question of the responsibility 
of the War Office for the duties 
which were delegated to the Yeomanry 
Committee. It is said, and said, of 
course, with perfect truth, that in a 
very real or perhaps a technical sense 
no responsibility can be got rd of by 
delegation. 
true. No human being denies it. But 
unless delegation means some kind of 
substantial transfer of responsibility, 
what is the use of delegation? The 
Whole point of decentralization, which 
so filled the mouths of Army critics two 
or three years ago—in fact ever since | 
I have listened to debates in this | 


{3 Fesruary 1902} 


Of course that is quite. 


Report. 242 


House—is that the War Office should 
not be obliged to enter into every 
minute detail itself, but should appoint 
competent persons to carry out part of 
its duties. If decentralization does not 
mean that it means nothing, and we 
must abandon the idea of decentral- 
ization altogether. Then, it. will, be 
noted that the charge cannot be against 
the War Office that it did not look 
into the details; the charge can only 
be that it appointed an incompetent 
body to carry out the delegated func- 
tions. Will anybody say that the 
Yeomanry Committee was an incom- 
petent body? I cannot imagine it. 
But that is not all. I am personally 
an advocate of decentralization and 
delegation in these matters, but the cir- 
cumstances under which the Yeomanry 
Committee were asked to undertake 
these duties were circumstances which 
rendered decentralization and delega- 
tion an absolute necessity. This Com- 
mittee was asked to undertake the 
provision of horses immediately after 
the disaster of Colenso, when the War 
Office had thrown upon them the her- 
culean task of doubling the Army, a 
task the difficulty of which I do 
not think is sufficiently appreciated— 
or, I venture to think, the skill 
with which, on the whole, _ it 
was carried out. That task was thrown 
on the War Office. These patriotic Yeo- 
men came to the War Office saying: 
‘*We will provide horses, men, money, 
transports, and saddles.”” Werethe War 
Office at a moment of our national for- 
tunes like that to reject this offer? | It 
was impossible that at that moment they 
should supply out of their own staff all 
the organisation which might at other 
times have been desirable to assist this 
Yeomanry Committee. In those circum- 
stances not only do I say it is most 
ungenerous to attack the War Office 
—[Opposition cries of ‘‘Oh”|—most 
ungenerous to attack the War Office 
because these delegated duties were not 
carried out to the taste of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, but I will go further and say 
that delegation, in itself a good thing, 
was an absolute necessity at the moment 


|at which in this case it was carried out. 


There is only one other observation I 
have to make—it is in the nature of an 
answer to a question putjby thejright 
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hon. Gentleman the Leader of the. 
Opposition. He said: ‘ The result of the 
inquiry into remounts in Hungary has | 


been to show that some things at all | 


events pussed there which are greatly to 


be regretted; have you any evidence | 


that your remount operations in other 
parts of the world were better conducted ? 
Do you not think, therefore, that you 
ought to have an inquiry into the 
remounts from North America and 
South America, from our Australasian 
Colonies, and from home?” Well, we 
are entirely of opinion that the matter 
cannot be allowed to rest where it 
is. We think with the right hon. Gentle- 
man that a survey of the whole of this im- 
portant question must be made without 
fear and without favour. While we hold 
that view quite clearly, we equally clearly 
hold that it would be perfect insanity to 
attempt it at this particular moment, 
because the men who would have to 
help us with that inquiry are all of them 
up to the eyes in work at this moment 
connected with your Army in South 
Africa. You would interrupt the most 
important military operations in that 
country by attempting that inquiry at 
the present time; and unless you are 
going to consider that the majority of 
the inquiries in this House into what 
happened months or years ago is of 
more importance than the immediate 
and pressing necessities of the country, 
you would be perfectly insane unless 
you deferred this inquiry to a time 
when all your important witnesses 
could give you the evidence you need 
without neglecting duties which are 
even more important than that of 
giving information to the two Houses. 
I hope this means no long delay. We 
may hold that hope I think with some 
confidence. But, however that may 
be, we do not mean to interrupt the 
military operations at the front by 
anything. When the time comes when 
the inquiry can with public advantage 
be undertaken, it will be open to 
question whether it should be merged 
into that large inquiry which the right 
hon. Gentleman seeks, or whether it 
should be a separate inquiry. Our | 
sole object is to get at the truth with | 
the least delay possible, and the precise | 
machinery with which that great public 
end may be served is a matter of 


Mr, A, J. Balfour. 
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relative unimportance. I will enter 
‘only one caveat at the present stage of 
our discussion. When the inquiry is 
made, I hope—indeed I feel confident 
'—that the body which conducts it, 
whether a Committee of this House or 
‘a Departmental Committee or a Royal 
Commission, or whatever it may be, 
will remember that the task which 
had to be done was to transport thou- 
sands of miles from very different 
countries about a quarter of a million 
‘of horses. No such task has ever 
‘been undertaken in the history of 
the world, nor anything like it or 
approaching it. That there have been 
things done which might have been 
avoided is possible—perhaps, after what 
has already been revealed, I may be 
forced to say it is even probable—but 
that much ofthe natural irritation which 
the soldiers at the front felt at the 
defects of the remounts was absolutely 
impossible to be avoided, considering the 
task that had to be accomplished—that 
also I find very difficult to deny. But 
I hope, and fully believe, that the 
tribunal looking into this matter will 
judge these defects in a fair and equit- 
able spirit, and that when their Report 
is presented to this House they will 
remember that not merely this or that 
mistake was made, but that it was made 
by people working under exceptional 
pressure under exceptional difficulties, 
in carrying out a task which is un- 
—. in the military annals of the 
worid, 
ae 

(6.30.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fite, E.): The 
right hon.Gentleman, whosespeech I have 
listened to with attention, hardly yet 
appreciates the nature of the impression 
which this incident has created, not 
only upon this House, but upon people 
outside. The object of those who have 
taken part in this discussion—and | 
think 1 may fairly remind him in refer- 
ence to one remark he made just now, 
that the stream of criticism has flowed 
in equal volume from both sides of the 
| House—the object of those who have 
taken part in this discussion has been, 
not so much to select for censure a 
particular individual, as to examine 
the system and prevent the possible 
|recurrence in the future of the gross 
| scandal that has occurred. 
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What are the facts? From this 
point of view the taxpayers of this 
country have been saddled with a 
contract which has compelled them 
to pay a sum of £33 per horse 
for a number of horses as to which 
it is not suggested even that the ample 
profit of 334 per cent. is too much, and 
they have been mulcted to the extent 
of at least £10 or £12 per horse. Iam 
putting it as moderately as I can; Iam 
stating the minimum of the loss which the 
taxpayers can be said to have sustained. 
That is brought to the notice of the 
House of Commons, and are we going 
to be told that we are to hold nobody 


responsible for it? What does the 
right hon. Gentleman say? He says 


it is most ungenerous to hold the War 
Office responsible, for the War Office 
have been doing the very thing you 
reformers say they ought to be doing 
—they have delegated the performance 
of their duties to a subordinate 
authority. But when we come to 
speak «f the subordinate authority— 
the Yeomanry Committee—we are told 
that it is most unfair and captious to 
make criticisms upon them. Were 
they not a body of patriotic, public- 
spirited persons, who, in a moment 
of great national emergency, at the 
sacrifice of their own time and con- 
venience, have come forward and 
spontaneously and voluntarily under- 
taken this work? Where are we! 


What becomes of the control of the 
House of Commons? Who is to be 
made amenable for what everybody 


acknowledges to have been—to use the 
mildest possible epithet—a most un- 
businesslike transaction ? 


tion. Heaven save us from this 
kind of delegation! Let us see 
what the delegation was. Horses 


had to be obtained, I agree, in cireum- 
stances of great stress and danger, and 
sent out to South Africa. I say nothing 
for the moment of the extraordinary 
want of preparedness, the absence of 
information which appears to have pre- 
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The Committee 
delegates to another gentleman—one of 
its members—Colonel St. Quintin, I think. 
Colonel St. Quintin delegates to another, 
Colonel Maclean, the duty of passing the 
horses, and Colonel Maclean delegates— 
the last link—to Captain Hartigan. At 
any rate, he calls in to his assistance-—he 
passed the horses, but, of course, he could 
not do the veterinary work himself—for 
this triply-delegated task Captain Harti- 
gan, who, we know, was receiving a hand- 
some commission on the total amount of 
the transaction. That is not the kind of 
delegation which I think this House 
wants, or which was desired when it was 
said that the War Office ought to be 
decentralized. 


I cannot help thinking that I shall 
be speaking the sentiment of the 
great bulk of hon. Gentlemen on both 
sides of the House when I say we owe a 
great debt of gratitude to the hon. Mem- 
ber for Dulwich for drawing attention in 
the first instance, to these transactions. 
This debate, although it has now extended 
over the better part of two evenings, 
will not have wasted one moment of the 
time of the House and the country, if it 
makes it for ever impossible that the War 
Office should put forward pleas so flimsy 
and unsatisfactory asthose which have been 
produced in this discussion. I was going 
to make a remark with reference to what 
the right hon. Gentleman said at the close 
of his speech as to the promised inquiry. 
I confess I should have thought that both 
the witnesses and the materials for that 
inquiry were already in existence and at 
hand ; and, having regard to the extreme 
importance in matters of this kind of 
dealing with them while they are still 


fresh, and dealing with them so far as 
It is said this is only a case of delega- | 


you can in an isolated fashion, and not 


|jJumbling them up as there is very great 


vailed, not only in the War Office, but | 
among agents abroad, in regard to so | 


vital a matter. 
want has to be supplied. 


An emergency arises, a 
The War Office 


| 


reason to fear we shall in one large general 
inquiry into all the various misadventures 
and mistakes that have taken place during 
the war, I press upon the Government 
and the right hon. Gentleman the impor- 
tance of the utmost possible promptitude 
in instituting a special investigation into 


this particular matter, and putting the 


House and the country as soon as possible 
in possession of the facts. If that is done, 
I do not say that this is the last time we 
shall have anything of the sort, but a sub- 


delegates, the right hon. Gentleman has | stantial step will have been taken to 
told us, to this Committee the duty of | prevent its recurrence. 
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Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: The re- 
ferences that have been made to me by my 
right hon. friend the Secretary of State 
for War, and my hon. friend the Member 
for the Newport Division of Shropshire, 
urge me to say one or two words which, 
however, will not be words of with- 
drawal or explanation. What I said 
last Friday I stand by now, and that 
was that this Committe» was what is 
popularly known in the lobby as a 
Whitewashing Committee. They com- 
menced operations by largely discounting 
the public-spirited and patriotic action 
of my hon. friend the Member for 
Dulwich. The House on all sides con- 
curred in what the right hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down said. But there is 
one paragraph in the Report which I con- 
fess did astonish me. This Departmental 
Committee took upon itself to pass a 
-censure upon an hon. Gentleman for 
words uttered in this House! That is 
a most unwarrantable liberty; even 
Committees of this House are actually 
.debarred by resolution from passing any 
censure on any Members of the House, 
and, this Committee acted unjustifiably in 
indulging in the remarks it did, and 
my opinion remains the same as it was 
on Friday, that these references were 
ill-judged. 

There was one mistake the Secretary 
of State for War made in _ his 
reference to my remarks. My right hon. 
friend thought my reference to the| 
Whitewashing Committee included the 
Imperial Yeomanry Committee. I did 
not intend to convey any such impres- 
sion. I was thinking of the South 
African Committee and the Horse | 
Purchase Committee, and my right | 
hon. friend the Member for Leeds | 
will have to look to his laure's; 
he will not always have the mono- 
poly of drawing up _ Reports of! 
this character. The right hon. Gentle-| 
man took exception when I said that 
this House regarded him as the only 
person responsible. I repeat that state- 
ment. Parliament looks to the executive | 

‘Government of the day; to the respon- 
sible Minister representing in Parlia- 
ment the Department allocated to him. 
We are not unreasonable enough to 
ho d him personally responsible for any 
of these proceedings, but he is the person 

. to place the Vote before the House, and 
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| different 


| admit that in the slightest. 
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he is responsible to us. Otherwise 
parliamentary control is gone. A Vote 
has only to be handed over to the 
Commander-in-Chief or to an Inspector 
of Remounts, and Parliamentary control 


_ disappears. 


Now, Sir, with regard to the Report, 
complaint is made that it was 
suddenly sprung upon the House a few 
hours before the debate came on. My 


‘right hon. friend thought he had a 


perfect answer to that complaint when 
he spoke of private litigation, but that 
is not an answer, as_ it reveals 
that in the ordinary course, this 
Vote would have come to us and we 
should have passed it without having 
this information before us, but for the 
fact that a private lawsuit had come 
to an end. We should have been asked 
for £2,000,000 without knowing the 
facts. What business had any one to 
withhold anything from the House, 
especially if the information was cal- 
culated to show up the unbusinesslike 
methods of one of our great Depart- 
ments. The suggestion must have 
come from the Whitewashing Committee. 
and the case is carried no further by 
saying that there was private litigation 
of which this House has no cognizance. 
My right hon. friend talks of law-suits, 
but I believe he is a litigant personally, 
in his official capacity, I understand 
that action is now being taken in 
respect to a robbery of public funds, 
and is now before the Irish Courts. 


Mr. BRODRICK: My hon. friend is 
perhaps aware that the whole onus of 
this discussion is with regard to what 
passed in Hungary; the matter before 
the Irish Courts relates to quite a 
subject — hcrses bought in 
Ireland. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I do not 
This Report 
deals only with a limited portion of the 
question, but as I understand it the War 
Office believes itself to have been robbed 
in other directions in the same manner 
as by the Austria-Hungary deal. I 
know nothing about the Irish case. As 
regards the Report I do not wish to go 
into details, but one thing has not been 
mentioned which is, that the only gentle- 
man I mentioned, the only officer to 
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whom I made any reference is Captain 


Hartigan. I understand his action is 
to be the subject of inquiry by the Sec- 
retary of State. I think the right hon. 


Gentleman has dealt very fairly and | 
properly withthe matter, and nobody 


would wish to force his hand on a 
question with regard to which he is 


bound to act in a judicial spirit. But. 


there is one phase of Captain Hartigan’s 
connection with this matter which is 
worth noticing. It appears that Mr. 
Lewison was introduced to the Imperial 
Yeomanry authorities by Captain Harti- 
gan, and that he, as the price, not of 
services rendered—he was paid extra 
for those—but merely as _ introducer, 
was entitled to receive 24 per cent. com- 
mission. It appears later on in the evi- 
dence, though at what stage we are not 
told, that Captain Hartigan informed 


some of the officials at the [Imperial ' 


Yeomanry office of this transaction, and 
he appears to have been modest enough 
to say that it might perhaps constitute 
some impediment to the impartial dis- 
charge of his duty in the fresh capacity 
of veterinary officer, in examining into 
the fitness of 1,500 animals, in regard to 
each of which he was to receive a commis- 
sion. But why did the Department not 
rely on these hints ? The presence of the 


middleman is what I object to in this. 


matter. The right hon. Gentleman is 
the only spokesman we have for the 
Imperial Yeomanry Committee, and in 
this House he is responsible for their 
proceedings. Why did they not go 
direct to the contractor instead of 
encouraging, as they appear to have done 
at every stage, this system of middlemen ? 
No wonder the money was frittered 
away. The system of middiemen ought 
to be discouraged. 

In conclusion, I would suggest that 


the inquiry that we have been promised | 


should be full and complete. Whatever 


is done it must not be mixed up with | 
the enormous number of complaints | 
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ing inquiry into these grave abuses, for 
the bringing of which to our notice 
we owe so deep a debt of gratitude to 
the hon. Member for Dulwich. 


(6.50.) Captain NORTON (New- 
ington, W.): The Secretary of State 
for War has alluded to the speech I 
made on Friday night as a diatribe. 
He dismissed it as such, without 
attempting to. answer the accusations 
I brought forward. What was my 
broad statement? That in connection 
with the remounting of the Army 
in South Africa, there had _ been 
mismanagement ifrom top to bottom. 
By that statement I stand. I further 
stated that I could prove my statement 
up to the hilt from the Report of the 
Committee. I made no accusation 
against the right hon. Gentleman; I 
made no direct charge against any 
particular officer; but I showed that 
the entire system had broken down, 
that the special Department connected 
with the transactions had not performed 
its duty to the satisfaction of the country, 
and that the country had been defrauded, 
and had lost a large sum of money. 
Moreover, I urged that there had been 


| bungling, first, as regards the informa- 


tion with reference to the proper fields 
for obtaining a supply of horseflesh ; 
secondly, with reference to the arrange- 
ments for buying the horses ; next, with 
reference to the transports of the 
animals; and, lastly, most important of 
all, with reference to the preparation of 
the horses for going to the front. The 
Secretary of State alludes to the 
Yeomanry as though he had no control 
over and nothing to do with them. 
That may be the right hon. Gentleman’s 
view of his position, but our view is 
that we voted a certain sum of money 
for the purchase of horses, and that it 
is our duty, in the interests of our 
constituents, to see that the money was 
properly spent. Through the hon. 


with regard to the conduct of the war. | Member for Dulwich informatioa came 


In an inquiry of that magnitude it would | 
be lost. 


to us that a certain dereliction of duty 


Iam not bold enough to assign | had taken place, and it was our duty 


a time for the convening of that Com- | to investigate it. 
mittee or Commission. but I hope that | 
as soon as the materials are at hand, 
and the excuse of official occupation can 
no longer be urged with regard to the 
officers concerned, there will be a*search- 


I said that arrangements were not 
made to ascertain the proper field from 
which to obtain a supply of horses. 
It is well-known that so far as the 


supply from the Argentine Republic 
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is concerned, the horses were of the worst 
possible class and, as a result, broke 
down, and it is well known that the one 
man who ought to have been consulted 
in Hungary—the Military Attaché--was 
not consulted. What is more, I should 
like to know whether the Military Attaché 
was communicated with from the War 
Office, whether the War Office took the 
trouble of instructing the Military 
Attaché to give all possible information 
to the officers who went to buy horses in 
Hungary. Whether they did so or not, 
we know that the officers did not avail 
themselves of the valuable services of the 
Military Attaché, and consequently they 
dropped into the hands of horse dealers ; 
they were “done,” and the country has 
suffered. Then, an officer was appointed 
to go out and buy horses, and his 
only qualification was that at one 


Supply— 


time he had commanded a cavalry 
regiment, and that he was a_first- 
class horseman. But he ought to have 


had with him some one who knew the 
language of the country, and was in a 
position to advise him as to the class of 
men from whom to buy. Sufficient has 
been said with reference to Captain 
Hartigan, but, for my part, I protest 
against one particular officer, and he the 
junior, being made the scape-goat for the 
breakdown of the entire department. 
A very injurious impression has been 
created, both in the Press and throughout 
the country, and with good reason, see- 
ing the amount of loss that has been 
sustained. As to the transport, again 
and again at the commencement of the 
campaign I drew attention in this House 
to the faet that shiploads upon shiploads 
of horses were being sent from this 
country and other parts of the world 
without a veterinary surgeon on board, 
and that as a result innumerable horses 
were being lost, and further, that there 
was no proper staff of veterinary surgeons 
at the port of debarkation to see that 
the horses were properly prepared for the 


front. Not only did many of the horses 
die within three or four days, but 


hundreds, nay, thousands of our men 
were lost because their horses were not 
able to do their duty. Worse than that, 
as I pointed out in a previous debate, the 
failure of the campaign was due to the 
fact that we had not a sufficient quantity 
of horseflesh in proper condition to take 
the field. Had we had proper horses, and 
Captain Norton. 
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'a sufficient supply in proper condition, 
the war would not have continued to this 
day, because the enemy who escaped from 
Pretoria would have fallen into the hands 
of our troops. Again, it is said that the 
horses bought in Iiungary were of the 
wrong class. Yes, they were, but as to 
the condemnation of Hungarian horses 
generally, it is known by all who have 
had experience that, for the purposes for 
which these horses were required, there 
is no better horse to be had than the 
Hungarian. Therefore, we not only paid 
far too much per horse, but we did not 
buy the right class of horse. I fail to 
see where there could have been a greater 
amount of bungling. With regard to the 
passing of the horses, we find that 
hundreds were passed in a few hours. 
On one occasion I find, by a short calcula- 
tion, that these horses were actually 
passed in two minutes. That was the 
sort of examination to which the animals 
were subjected. Everybody knows that 
it would be a physical impossibility for 
the most experienced veterinary surgeon 
to examine satisfactorily even one horse 
in three minutes. I abide by the state- 
ment I made on Friday, and I should be 
glad if any member of the Front Bench 
opposite would answer my diatribe, as it 
has been called, viz., that there has been 
bungling from start to finish with refer- 
ence to everything connected with the 
buying, preparation, and placing in the 
field of these horses, because I have not 
heard a single word from any part of the 
House which traverses one particle of my 
statement. 


*(7.0.) Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham): I will not detain the House 
more than one minute, but I wish 
to refer to a remark made by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Fife. He referred to the in- 
efficiency of the War Office in this 
matter, but he went on further to speak 
of the ignorance of the accredited re- 
presentatives of the War Office abroad 
with reference to this question of the 
| supply of horses. We have seen in the 
Report of this Committee that at any 
rate the accredited representative of 
the War Office at Vienna was given no 
opportunity of showing the knowledge 
| which he possessed of the resources of 
|that country in the matter of hor. es, 
/and perhapsI may be permitted to call 
|attention to the fact that there was 
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another case of the same kind. I was 
military attaché at Washington at the 
beginning of the war, and I was not 
informed that it was the intention of 
the War Office to purchase horses in the 
United States. I found out after some 
time, through the American newspapers, 
that officers had been sent out, but I was 
not informed who they were nor what 
their instructions were, nor was | 
asked to give them any assistance. It 
might be said that I was not a 
competent person to give assistance in 
this matter. If that was the case, 
surely I ought not to have been retained 
in my position. | think this question calls 
for a wider inquiry into the purchasing 
of horses in other countries as well as 
in Austria. I will say further that, at 
that time, I had the opportunity of 
engaging the services for our Govern- 
ment of the chief horse expert of the 
United States Army as adviser. I cabled 
this offer to the War Office authorities, 
but I received no reply, and possibly my 
cable never got beyond the waste paper 
basket at the Foreign Office. It may 
be that the Remount Department did 
not know that we hada military attaché 
in Washington. I must confess that 
there were moments when | had doubts 
on the subject myself. Anyhow the 
fact remains that the military attachés 
in Austria and the United States were 
not called upon to exercise their 
functions or to utilise the special ex- 
perience by which they were fitted 
for their offices, and I think this 
is a matter which should be inquired 
into. There is one point I do not 
quite understand. The Leader of the 
House spoke of a larger inquiry which 
would take place, as it could only take 
place, at a later period. The Secretary of 
State for War spoke of the Military Court 
of Inquiry which I understood would 
immediately inquire into certain aspects 
of this question. I wish to know whether 
it is the intention of the War Office to 
order that Military Court of Inquiry to 
assemble at once and go into the whole 
system of purchasing, because this 
matter of horse buying is not by any 
means finished. We have done a good 
deal in the past, and I hope that no 
more opportunities than are absolutely , 
necessary will be given for us to be | 
similarly done in the future. I, 
hope that an interim inquiry will be | 
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‘held not only into this Austrian 
matter but into the whole method of 
'buying horses for remounts in South 
Africa. 


(7.4.) Mr. LABOUCHERE: I do not 
wonder that this war is costing us a 
good deal of money, and that so much 
is wasted in this extraordinary way, 
when I hear the Secretary for War 
express such extraordinary ideas as to 


what fis a reasonable profit made 
by Mr. Hauser. He said Mr. Hauser 
was a most valuable man, whose 


services we ought not to lose because 
he made a very reasonable _ profit. 
Mr. Hauser says in his evidence 
that the profit to him was between 


£10 and £12 per horse. We will 
take the profit at £11. Now the 


Minister for War has pointed out that 
we have already bought about half a 
million horses. Therefore we have 
to make a very simple calculation to 
see, according to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s own statement, that these horse 
dealers have legitimately gained exactly 
£5,000,000 sterling from us. The right 
hon. Gentleman says that Mr. Hauser 
might have lost on these horses, but 
he is a great deal too clever to lose 
anything. I can assure the right hon. 
Gentleman and the War Office that 
they are not in it with Mr. Hauser, 
and he can turn them all round his 
fingers. Mr. Hauser gave the Commit- 
tee his own account of these transactions. 
He bought these horses in hundreds, 
and the dealers only got their money at 
the end of the week when the horses 
had been passed. Therefore the right 
hon. Gentleman will see that he was 
wrong in his apology for Mr. Hauser in 
regard to his profits, in saying that he 
might have had a good many horses 
returned to him, and he did not lose 
one single farthing in this way. The 
right hon. Gentleman has some most 
extraordinary ideas in this matter. The 
Leader of the House said that we ought 
not to go,into this matter now because 
the Secretary for War was a_hard- 
worked man. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
anything of the sort. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman now deny that his col- 
league is a hard- wrked man ? 


I 
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Me. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: We are all 


acquainted with the way in which right 
hon. Gentlemen on the front Bench 
opposite puff one another, but we are 
dealing with horses now and not with 
Ministers. The Secretary for War says 
*T am not responsible; I left everything 
in the hands of the imperial Yeomanry 
Committee,” and he asks “is there a 
man who will get up here and say that 
the Imperial Yeomanry Committee were 
incompetent ?*’ Yes, there is such a 
man, and I am that man. I know ab- 
solutely nothing about this Imperial 
Yeomanry Committee except what I 
have learned from this evidence in the 
Xeport. We are asked to believe that a 
gentleman who has been a Colonel of a 
Yeomanry Regiment is an exceptionally 
able man. We have these men deal- 
ing with a specific subject, the buying 
of remounts in Hungary. We test 
them by results, and they show that a 
more absolutely incompetent set of men 
in regard to this particular business 
never could be found on the face of the 
earth. They did not pretend to know any- 
thing about this business. Colonel Maclean 
comes across Colonel! St. Quintin, who 
knows a gentleman named Lewison, who 
keeps race horses. {An Hon. MEMBER: 
No, he is a horse dealer.| No, he is not 
a horse dealer, but I will say that 
he is connected in one of those 
mysterious ways in which people 
are connected with horses. I do not 
make any charge of acting in a dishon< 
ourable way against these officers, for 
I do not think that they took a penny, 
but I do say that they were stupid 
and incompetent, judging by the results. 
There was an Inspector General of 
Remounts. but he exercised no control 
over them, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man should exercise general control over 
them. Are we to say that this sort of 
thing is to go on without the House of 
Commons having one vestige of control 
over the whole thing? If so there will 
be no one responsible in this House. We 
are supposed to look into these matters. 
We are suppose to protest if we think 
the nation’s money is ill-spent, and 
someone on the Treasury Bench is 
supposed to take the responsibility. 
Although the right hon. Gentleman 
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may have been overworked, with the 
est intentions, we shall make him 
responsible for every farthing that is 
asked for of the House of Commons 
for this purpose. 

The right hon. Gentleman has told us 
that in the dim and distant future there 
is going to be a general investigation of 
the whole of thissubject. The right hon. 
Gentleman promised my right hon. friend 
the Member for Forest of Dean that he 
would present to the House of Commons, 
as soon as they were re:dy, certain 
reports which were being made with 
regard to the purchase of horses in 
different parts of the world. I should 
like to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether we are to understand that we 
are still to have these reports, or 
whether because he has now promised, 
in a vague way, a general investigation 
in the matter; we are no longer to have 
these reports. I hope before the debate 
we shall have an answer to 


is over 
that. I like to go to the bottom of 
things. We have heard a great deal 


about Mr. Hauser, Captain Hartigan, 
and Mr. Lewison, but 1 want to know 
something about the Messrs. Rothschild. 
Let hon. Gentlemen listen to this. 
It is at page 52, in the evidence of 
Captain Hartigan : 

‘*That was a contract for 1,000 horses ?— 
‘Yes.’” 

“*So that Lewison must have seen a clear profit 
of more than £7,000 on that 1,000 horses 7—He 
is a shrewd chap. Where I male a mistake 
was that I did not take the contract myself, but 
I am a poor man, and I thought you required 
money. Thisis what Lewison did. He went to 
the City to Rothchild’s ; he borrowed £75,000 
that he did not want atall. It never struck me 
how a poor man could come by that. He came 
by it in this way. He handed in the contracts, 
and he never had to draw a penny of that 
£75,000. Colonel Maclean’s room and my room 
were next to each other, and we wrote notes 
like this: ‘How many horses did you pass 
to-day?’ ‘So and so.’ Colonel Maclean 
would write: ‘Then I am right in verifying for 
so and so.’ Then he would say, ‘ Pay into W. 

: ‘sale } 
W. Lewison’s account for ‘ 130 horses so much. 
That went in every day, and it was paid into 
his account at Barclay’s. He only paid a dealer 
every week.” 

We have business men in the House, 
and I would ask any business man what 
is the nature of this finance? I can- 
not understand it, and I am_ sur 
prised that the Committee did not go 


a little further and ask what this 
finance meant. What was the 
Mr. Lewison to the 


| relation of 
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Messrs. Rothschild in this matter? I | inquiry into the purchase of Hungarian 


suppose he went to the Rothschilds 
when offered the contract himself, and 
asked for a general letter of credit to 
show that he was a sound man himself, 
and got the letter on the  under- 
standing that he would not draw upon 
it, but that he might flash it about and 
that he might show to everyoue that 
he was connected in some way with 
that eminent firm. Messrs. Rothschild 
make no complaint. I have no doubt 
they conducted their business in a very 
businesslike fashion. I want to know 
what did the Messrs. Rothschild get for 
it. He did not pay interest on the 
money, for he never took the money. 
One of two things must have happened. 
Either the Messrs. Rothschild are 
handed down a certain sum for this 
extraordinary letter of credit, or they 
were partners with Messrs. Lewison 
in this contract. There is a way of 
talking about Lewison, Hartigan, and 
all that sort of people, but there is an 
evident disposition in this House to 
shirk these great people. I do not think 
it is fair to Hartigan and Lewison when 
they are attacked in this way. Let 
us understand what is the position of 
the Messrs. Rothschild. Whenever any 
contract or money is to be made, the 
money goes to the clique or coterie 
in the city, who are generally more or 
less connected with South African 
affairs. I hope when the investigations 
are being made into the conduct of 
Captain Hartigan, Mr. Hauser and 
General Truman, an investigation will 
also be made by the War Office into 
this most remarkable contract. As it 
is stated in the evidence, I defy any 
business man in the House, or anybody 
else, to explain what it means. 


(7.20.) Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: | 
I shall not detain the House more than 
two minutes in making an observation | 
to the Secretary of State on a_ point 
which has been alluded to by the hon. 
Member for South Hampshire. I consider | 
that there is no real reason why the) 
inquiry should be postponed to the, 
conclusion of the war. The first Lord | 
of the Treasury has said that it would | 
possibly hamper the prosecution of the | 
war. Well, you have had 


| horses. 


I do not suppose that the 
Secretary of State for War would say 
that it hindered the prosecution of the 
war. We have been told that the 
general officer commandingthe Remount 
Department is to be brought before a 
Court of Inquiry almost immediately. 
Will that hamper the prosecution of the 
war? If so, now is the time for the 
Secretary of State to withdraw from his 
determination to institute that inquiry. 
We have had the Hospitals Committee, 
and I am not aware that it interfered 
with the prosecution of the war. 
It is a matter of common report 
that the wounded have been much 
better looked efter since then than 
before. There appears to be little 
doubt that if an inquiry, not neces- 
sarily of an imposing or fo mal 
nature, were held into the question of 
remounts, so far from hampering or 
hindering the course of the war, it 
might infuse greater vigour into the 
prosecution of it. 


(7.23.) Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembroke) : 
I think the Government have now real- 
ised that a great many people in the 
country treat this matter very seriously. 
At the beginning of the war, when some 
of us spoke on this question we got very 
short answers indeed from the Govern- 
ment. I remember when the hon. 
Member for Dulwich made his speech | 
said the allegations were serious. We 
had a great display of temper and very 
little argument trom the Treasury Bench. 
We have got past the time when that 
sort of answer satisfies the House of 
Commons, and for the first time to-night, 


the First Lord of the Treasury has been 


obliged to get up to defend the Secretary 
of State for War. He got up to say 
what an industrious man the Secretary 
of State for War is. Well, he may be an 
industrious man. We have got nothing 
to do with that. What we have to do 
with is the result, and if the right hon. 
Gentleman has been buying horses too 
dear all over the world, it is no answer 
of the First Lord of the Treasury to say 
that he has all the virtues, including 
industry. The First Lord made some 


several| curious statements. He said it was un- 
inquiries already. There has been the | generous to attack the War Office. 


12 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said | 
anything of the kind. 
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perhaps greater, than that in connection 
with the horses bought in Hungary, 


| We have had certain very remarkable 


Mr. PHILIPPS: I do not want to 
misrepresent the right hon. Gentleman, 
but if he looks at the reports to-morrow 
he will find that he used the word 
“ungenerous.” If it is ungenerous to 
talk about this question of remounts, it 
is a form of want of generosity which is 
common to everybody in this country 
and to every Tory newspaper. When- 
ever we have attacks made upon the 
Government in connection with this 
matter we are told that it is the system 
which is to blame. You must not attack 
anybody definitely. You must not attack 
the Secretary of State for War—it is the 
system. This Government, with its 
different re-constructions, and from time 
to time a little new blood added but 
coming usually from one family, has 
been in office for 13 years. It is true that 
the Secretary of State for War has not 
been in the same office all these years, 
but he was Under Secretary for War 
when I first became a Member of this 
House. I want to ask, are we to make 
nobody responsible? If anybody is 
responsible, isit not the man who has 
been at the War Office for ten out of 
these thirteen vears? Is it not time that 
we had this plan ended of saying that 
it isnot the man, but the system that has 
been inherited,that is bad? The right hon. 
Gentleman says, “Oh! the country 
wanted us to decentralize, they do not 
want everything done at the War Office, 
and therefore we appointed the Yeomanry 
Committee.” Yes, but heis put there 
by a majority in this House. The Seere- 
tary of State is responsible for the 
appointment of competent men. The 
First Lord of the Treasury said we must 
not have an inquiry now, because it 
would interrupt the war. Sometimes 
we are told that the war is ended, and 
then when we want an inquiry we are 
told that it will interrupt the war. How 
can it interrupt the war if an inquiry is 
held in regard to the manner in which 
horses are bought for the war? Mr. 
Allison, who is a prominent man and an | 
authority in connection with horse flesh, 
has exposed the system on which horses 
were being bought in England and 
in the Argentine, and I venture to say | 
that the scandal revealed is quite as great, | 


revelations as the result of the inquiries 
of this Committee. The right hon. 
Gentleman below the gangway has 
called it a ‘‘ Whitewashing Committee,” 
and if it be not that, I do not know 
what it is. The Committee consisted 
of four gentlemen and a secretary. Of 
these five individuals one was a gentle- 
man holding a non-official! appointment 
inthe War Office, and two were rela- 
tives of members of the Government; 
but even such a Committee could not 
whitewash the action of the Govern- 
ment. I do think, from his own point 
of view, that the First Lord of the 
Treasury is wise in refusing a Com- 
mittee, for if this whitewashing Com- 
mittee painted the Government as black 
as they did, what would happen if 
an impartial Committee was appointed } 
It has been a matter of notoriety in 
South Africa that the horses were bad, 
and the Committee revealed an atrocious 
scandal; and I think it does not show 
great bravery on the part of the Gov- 
ernment that they should definitely 
refuse to allow any further inquiry to 


be held. 


(7.32.) Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON 
(Bedfordshire, Biggleswade): I do not 
know under what system the remounts 
for South Africa were purchased, nor do 
I know where they were taken from. 
But there is another side to the ques- 
tion. I had the opportunity of making 
observations at the other end of the 
road, and of seeing the horses in South 
Africa. In the course of my duty I 
had to disembark a whole shipload, num- 
bering a thousand, of these horses, and 
I also saw the Remount Department at 
vorkat Bloemfontein, at Kroonstadt, and 
later on in Natal. The impression left 
on my mind, after reading this Report, 
is that the system of the Remount De- 
partment was a bad one. I am also 
convinced that the system of dealing 
with horses up country was likewise 
bad. I do not say this in any spirit of 
carping criticism. I am not prepared 
to say that the war is over, although 
I hope it will be over soon. I think 
this is the time that we should take the 
lesson to heart; and I should like to 
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ction urge that some kind of investigation | from his own Benches. I would ask 
gary. should immediately be made, and the|the First Lord not to give 
kable production of an interim Report should |the right hon. Gentleman too much 
rahe not be delayed. I wish to make one | credit for his industry. The right hon. 
hon. other point, and it is this: It has| Gentleman may be very industrious, 
has always been the custom in this House | but he has not sufficient abilities for his 
tee, when anything wrong has been revealed | position, and that is also the opinion of 
know in connection with the War Office,that hon. and right hon. Gentlemen below 
sisted the blame has invariably been attached the gangway. 1 would advise the 
Of to the civil side of the War Office. It First Lord to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
entle- seems to me that in this particular man to relax some of his industry. 
‘ment instance it is the military side that is, He has now the War Office on his 
rela- entirely to be blamed. I have no shoulders, and the burden of 250,000 
Rens ; doubt that the selection of General men in South Africa. Let the good 
d not Truman was a particularly good one, | man relax his industry for the benefit 
vern- and, as to the Yeomanry Committee, of society and of this kingdom, to which 
point the appointment of Colonel St. Quintin his precious life is so valuable ; and also 
_the was also a particularly good one, because give up two or three of the director- 
Com- he had had much experience of the ships he holds while still retaining a 
is Remount Department in India. But seat in the Cabinet. 
Mack ‘ p ~nbers of the Co ittee were an 
yen if -ughoe ton pore geeigeok Mr. BRODRICK: I do not hold 
nted } their bearing the blame. I think that several directorships. 
ny a strong Committee of Investigation \r. SWIFT MACNEILL: You do 
+ bad, should b> appointed, and report forth- hold a directorship, Sir. You may 
grt: with, before it is too late, and before haye shed some of them, but you hold/| 
show we sit down with folded hands and forget one, and it is one too manv. [Cries of | 
pee 4 all about the matter. “ Question.”] Ah !—it is too much t 
nitely the question for the dinner party opposite 
ck (7.38.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL I have another observation to make, 
(Donegal S.): [have three observations to ‘I'here is a vast deficiency in this debate. 
ee make, and willonly occupy the timeofthe We have had the First Lord with great 
PTON House forthree minutes. Thefirstthing eloquence praising the genius of the 
o not [ have to ask the House—not so much Secretary for War, five speeches from 
ounts the country—is to watch and think well the Secretary for War, and one spee¢h 
or do over the progress of this debate. The from the noble Lord, his assistant ; 
‘TOM. Secretary of State for War made on but another occupant of the ‘Treasury 
ques Friday night no fewer than four Bench, who knows all about these 
aking speeches, each one contradictory of the transactions, has been conspicuous {by 
t the other; and he began the debate this silence, although he has been listening 
South evening on Report of Supply with a to the debate with an interest equal to 
juty I fifth speech—an unheard-oi thing onthe that of an “Irish removable.” I jam 
beeen” part of the Minister. That shows the anxious that the Chief Secretary | for 
’s, and difficulties under which that good and Ireland, who was Under Secretary for 
ent at industrious man labours. Then we had War during these transactions, shpuld 
it, and a high-falutin speech from the noble give us his opinions of Lewison and the 
e lett lord his assistant ; and, finally, we have rest of the contractors. There is) one 
veport, had a speech from the First Lord of thing moreI have to say. This debate 
nt De Ff the Treasury. The First Lord is a great has mainly turned upon the question of 
n also supporter of his friends, but when he horses and remounts, and _ the} pre- 
lealing FF got up and praised the Secretary for cautions which the War Office ought 
kewise ff War as an Admirable Crichton, and’ to have taken to have the troops pro- 
irit of FF the personification of all the virtues, he perly and well mounted. Thej first 
epared forgot that that right hon. Gentleman Lord of the Treasury, whose m¢mory 
hough was receiving £5,000 a year for his| is not extremely vivid in a to 
think work; and he must have noticed that details, forgot to mention that} when 
ike the §f his triumphant periods were re- the war began, in October | 1899, 
ike to ceived with very lukewarm applause | offers came from the Colonies fo the 
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War Office of assistance, and the|that two-thirds of the Gentlemen who 


War Office replied that no horses were | will vote for it, owing to Party dis- 
required at all. These are the in-|cipline, will say in their hearts that 
dustrious people banded together by | the Ministers are grossly incompetent, 
ties of family and blood! I do not | and that they wish to God they could 





want to throw a sione at an arbitrarily | get rid of them. 
constituted tribunal, but I will say that | 


I have as much faith in the findings of | 
this Committee as in those of the South | 
There will 
doubt about my vote. I will vote against | 
the Report of Supply; and I believe 


African Committee. 
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(Division List, No. 12). 
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O'Dowd, John 
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INDIAN FAMINE COMMISSION. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Mid- 


dlesex, Ealing): In accordance with the 
understanding arrived at the other 
night by which we undertook to give 
the hon. Member for Camborne an 
opportunity to initiate a debate, I have 
placed a non-controversial resolution 
on the Order Paper, which, | think, 
will give the hon. Member the same 
scope and latitude for his speech which 
he would have had if he had moved 
his own Resolution. I therefore beg 
formally to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed : 
“That this House approves of the 


several recommendations of the Famine 


O'Connor, T. P. 
, O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon N.) 
O Malley, William 


(Liverpool) Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES,— 
Captain Norton and 


| a : 
Captain Donelan. 


Commission of 1901, made for the 
benefit of the agricultural population of 
India :—(Secretary, Lord, George Hamilton.) 
(8.0.) | 


* (8.30.) Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Cam- 
borne): I am glad to see that I have 
rather more of an audience than there 
usually is when Indian questions are 
discussed, but I trust that the importance 
of the matter which I have to bring before 
the House will induce|a larger number 
of members to attend) presently. This 
debate has been arranged in order to 
enable the noble Lord) the Secretary of 
State for India to speak to a notice of 
Motion which I had on the Paper as 
an Amendment to the Address. The 
Government are as anxious as Iam that 
there should be a debate upon the im- 
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portant issues raised with regard to the | Government. During the last ten years 


poverty of India and whether the Report of 
this Commission goes far enough to meet 
the evil. I am obliged to take up the 


position of hostility to the recommenda- | 


tions of this Famine Commission, on the 
ground that they do not go far enough, 
and to urge upon the Government and the 
Secretary of State for India the great 
importance of looking more to famine 
prevention, rather than to the mere pallia- 
tion of the evils which arise from famine. 
l approach this question with a deep sense 
of responsibility, for | am not entirely 
ignorant cof the Indian people, having 
spent four winters in India, during which 
time I endeavoured to acquire all the 
knowledge I could of the people. During 
that time I learned enough to realise the 
vastness of the problems involved in the 
alien European government of 300 millions 
of Orientals, with an ancient civilisation of 
their own to which they are passionately 
attached, on which we are trying to graft 
te newer Christian and Occidental 
civilisation of the nineteenth century. 
This work is being carried on by the very 
pick of that Anglo-Saxon race which is the 
dominant influence in the civilisation of 
the West. I have nothing but the pro- 
foundest admiration for the ablest civil 
service that the world has ever produced, 
and ! would not dare to criticise its 
methods or call in question its results 
unless [ was driven to it by hard realities 
of failure. 

The Amendment I have to move is a 
charge of failure in one, and_ perhaps 
the most important, of the responsi- 
bilities undertaken by Britain when 
she became the Lord of India. 
It declares that the vast agricultural 
population of India have not materially 
benefitted under British rule, that they 
are not only poor, but that their poverty 
is chronic, and increasing in volume and 
area, and I urge upon the Government 
with a view to its prompt relief— 

* A diminution of civil and military expendi- 
ture and the eventual removal of its causes.” 

’ T have no complaint whatever to make 
on this occasion with regard to the 
condition of classes of the Indian 
people, other than those engaged in 
agriculture. Thedevelopment of natural 
resources other than agriculture is _pro- 
gressive, though, if the occasion fitted, 
I could show that the progress might be 


the great mineral industries have been 


| stimulated, the production of coal and 


| 
| 


|iron ore has been more than doubled ; 
of petroleum the increase has been six- 
‘fold. The productive power of Indian 
cotton mills has increased 50 per cent., 
of jute and hemp mills 60 per cent., of 
woollen mills 80 per cent., of paper mills 
120 ner cent..and of all other manufactur- 
ing industries an average of 70 per cent. 
The number of joint-stock companies 
has increased, during the same pericd, 
from 928 to 1,340. It must, however, 
be borne in mind that the whole of 
these industries are small in proportion 
to the population. All the cotton mills 
in India do not put out as much pro- 
duce as the town of Burnley in Lanca- 
shire. The sea-borne and land trading 
of India has more than maintained 
itself, and although native industrtes 
could and ought to be stimulated 
enormously, such stimulation being one 
of the best methods of providing alterna- 
tive employment for the poor agricul- 
turist, I feel justified in lifting all other 
industries but agriculture out of the 
range of my Resolution; although a 
heavy discount must be taken off the 
prosperity produced by these manu- 
facturing industries by the consequent 
reduction of employment in hand- 
weaving and other indigenous employ- 
ments, the shreddings of which are apt 
to further congest agricultural employ- 
ment. My Resolution, therefore, applies 
only to the 180 millions of the whole 230 
millions of people within the area of 
British India who are engaged in agri- 
culture. and these form about 80 per 
cent. of the whole. 

I need not occupy much time in 
establishing the fact that the agricul- 
tural populations of India are poor. 


It is notorious that of all countries 
/under Western ule, India is the 
very poorest. The average income 


of the United Kingdom and her self- 
governing Colonies, the United States, 
France, Germany, Holland, and Belgium 
is £33 per head per annum: of Russia, 
Italy, and Spain £13; while that of 
India is, on the authority of Lord 
Curzon, only £2 per head. I will 
endeavour presently to show that even 
this estimate is optimistic, but | am 


considerably stimulated by the Indian | quite content to rest my case for extreme 


Mr. Caine, 
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poverty upon Lord Curzon’s figure. 
But Lord Curzon goes into further 
detail. Two pounds is the average 
income of all India from the rich 
Parsee meichant in Bombay and the 
wealthy Zemindar in Bengal, down to 
the poorest peasant on the dry lands 
o.famine. He definitely estimates that 
part of the national income derived 
irom agriculture, and states it authori- 
tative ly at 20 rupees, or £1 6s. 8d. per 
head per annum. I ask the House to 
ponder over this, for it is the deliberate 
statement of the present Viceroy of 
India, whom no one will charge with 
undue pessimism, that 180 millions of 
our iellow-subjects have to exist, year in 
and year out, on an average income of 
320 pennies for 365 days, which is less 
than one penny per day. But I ask 
hon. members to please bear in mind 
that this average includes all the land- 
owners, Zemindars, and wealthy tenant 
farmers, and were it possible to separate 
the ten million: oi the richest from 
the 180 millions, it would leave 170 
millions of people whose average 
income would not reach three farthings 
per day. I wil ask the House to 
consider what this income means to 
these 180 millions who “ enjoy’ it. 

Let me put before the House some 
estimate, not of my own but that of a 
competent authority, to show what is 
the expenditure of an average Indian 
small farmer. In 1888, Mr. Leslie S. 
Saunders, Commissioner in the Indian 
Civil Service, made an official estimate 
for the province of Buar, which he 
begins by a declaration that— 

“Little or no poverty exists in the pro- 
vince, 

He takes a family of three of the agri- 
cultural labouring class, and estimates 
the year’s expenses as follows :—Cloth- 
ing, 16s.; cost of grain—not wheat or 
rice but inferior cereals—£3 15s. 11d. ; 
condiments, 15s. 1d. ; salt, 6s. 2d.; cook- 
ing oil, 5s. 9d.; lamp oil, 3s. 10d.; and 
lvs. 2d. for petty expenses, making a 
total of £6 19s. 11d. Lord Curzon 
estimates the average income of all 
engaged in agriculture at £1 6s. 8d., 

but here is an agricultural labourer 
whose family of three require, if suf- 
ficient food of the humblest sort is to 
be had, an income of £6 19s. 11d., 


towards which the average, including 
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the income of the Zemindar of his 
viliage, only produces £4. It is little 
wonder that the late Sir W. W. Hunter 
declared that there were 40 millions 
of people in India who travelled from 
the cradle to the tomb without ever 
having had enough to eat at a single 
meal. Sir Charles Elliott does not 
hesitate to say that-- 

“Half our agricultural population never 

know from year’s end to year’s end what it is 
to have their hunger fully satisfied.’ 
Reduced to the individual it is clear, not 
only from the estimate of Mr. Saunders, 
but from a hundred similar estimates 
familiar to any student of Indian 
famine literature, that the agricultural 
population of India, if they are to have 
sufficient food of the humblest and 
coarsest quality, require at least £1 8s. 
per annum per head. According to 
Lord Curzon their total income is only 
£1 6s. 8d., which is not enough for food 
alone. They cannot obtain simple cover- 
ing for their nakedness, they cannot 
light a lamp at night, they cannot give 
a few pence to the priest, or scatter a 
few flowers before the altar of their 
God, except at the cost of an extra 
pinch to their empty bellies. But it 
must be borne in mind that Lord 
Curzon’s is an all-round estimate. The 
better off have much larger incomes than 
the average, and the average is below 
the bare needs of each, while every 
man who, gets enough to eat and to 
wear, gets it at the cost of his poorer 
neighbour. 

I am treating Lord Curzon’s estimate 
as though it were clear money, but I 
have no doubt that rent or the Land 
Tax has to come out of this average 
income and some items of taxation 
beside. The noble Lord in his explana- 
tory memorandum on the Indian Budget 
states this to be 1s. 6d. per head, which 
reduces the amount to £1 5s. 2d. But 
apart from rent it is only too certain 
that the bulk of the Indian peasants 
have to meet the demands of the money 
lender out of their slender and precarious 
income of £1 6s. 8d. per year. It is 
impossible to go into Jengthy detail con- 
cerning the enormous indebtedness of 
the Indian peasant to the village money 
lender and the grain merchant. Jt may 
be inferred from the fact that in 
Punjab special legislation has just been 








271 Indian Famine 


passedto preventthe money-lender becom- 
ing the universal landowner, and the per- 
manent middleman between the Govern- 
ment and the tiller of the soil. It may 
be inferred from the terrible revelations 
of the Deccan Riots Commission, and 
from the fact that in the Surat district 


of Bombay presidency in 1900, 85 per | 


cent. of the year’s revenue was paid 
direct to the Government by money- 
lenders that their wretched creditors 
might be kept upon their puny and 
and staggering legs. 

The powerful and elaborate report of 


Mr. 8.8. Thorburn, who is one of the! 


ablest of Indian Civil servants, upon 
which was ‘based the Punjab Land 
Alienation Act, 1900, just referred to, is 
a perfect mine of information about the 
grip of the money-lender on the peasant. 
Why have hon. Members not got this 
report which the noble Lord promised 
last sessions? I think this delay 
requires an explanation from the noble 
Lord. In the course of his inquiry 
Mr. Thorburn investigated 474 different 
villages in the Punjab, and he found 
that all these villages were involved in 
debt. He divided them into three 
cla ses—firstly, those hopele-sly involved ; 
secondly, those seriously involved ; and 
thirdly, those slightly involved. The 
126 villages classed as hopeles-ly involved 
contained a_ total cultivated area of 
64,000 acres, of which no less than 
28,000 acres was held by money-lenders. 
Of the 210 villages seriously involved the 
total cultivated area was 143,000 acres 
and 30,000 of these had passed into the 
hands of the money-lenders There were 
138 villages slightly involved with a 
total cultivated area of 95,000 acres, 
and of this total 5,500 acres were held 
by money-lenders. Out of a_ total 
acreage under cultivation in these 474 
villages over 60,000 acres had pissed 
permanently out of the hands of the 
cultivator ito those of the money- 


lender whose wretched helots most of | 
But apart from | 


them had become. 
this permanent alienation the un- 
secured indebtedness to money-lenders 
in these three groups of 474 villages 
is very heavy indeed. Mr. Thor- 
burn estimates it at two million 
rupees or £134,000 sterling. He esti- 
mates the total indebtedniss on mort- 
gages in possession, simple mortgages 
Mr, Caine. 
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in existence, and other smaller items at 
over 4,700,000 rupees or £314,000. 

Mr. Thorburn investigated twelve 
sample villages carefully selected holding 
by holding ; he found that out of less than 
14,000 acres under cultivation belonging 
to these villages, 7,000 were alienated, 

of which nearly 5,000, or 36 per cent. 
of the entire 14,000 acres were alienated 
to money-lenders. He states that : 

‘‘In tbe above twelve villages, out of 742 
| families, 566 are now practically ruined or 
heavily invelved, and out of the whole 650 
families who were at any tim3 indebted, only 
thirteen had succeeded in extricating them- 
selves, and mainly due to external causes.” 


I cannot better sum up the indictment 
which the condition of things suggests 
against the land system of India than 
in Mr. Thorburn’s own words :— 

“ It facilitates the passing of the prepert;, 
of the ignorant many to the astute few, it 
foste: susury. punishes ignoranceand s.upidity, 
and rewar’s business qualificatious and educa- 
tion, acostly thing in India utterly beyond tle 
reach of the p-es-nts.” 

Two of the greatest authorities who 
have ever approached Indian problems 
have estimated the average income of 
these Indian agricultural peasants at 18 
and 20 rupees per head per annum. | 
fail to find in the data given to us by 
either Lord Cromer or Lord Curzon any 
evidence of having deducted — the 
interest to the money-lender from 
their estimate of income. The entire 
indebtedness of the Indian peasant can 
of course only be estimated. From all 
the estimates I have seen made a fair 
average appears to be £230,000,000. 
This comes out at £1 6s. per head of the 
peasant population. The interes: aver- 
ages at least 12 per cent. per annum, 
so that 3s. 3d. has to be deducted from 
the £1 6s. 8d. of Lord Curzon’s estim- 
ated annual income, reducing it to 
£1 3s. 5d. per head per annum. If 
from this £1 3s. 5d. we further deduct 
the estimate of 1s. 6d. per head for 
rent, estimated by the noble lord in his 
budget statement, it reduces the income 
of the agricultural population of India 
to £1 Is. 1ld., or 263 pennies for 365 
days. The estimate given by Mr. Digby, 
C.1.F.,in his recent book is ?d. per day, 
which is 274 pence. If, therefore, rent 
and interest to money lenders has to be 
| paid out of Lord Curzon’s £1 6s. &d., 
'Lord Curzon is the worst pessimist of 
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the two, and Mr. Digby is vindicated 
by the Viceroy himself. I will, however, 
be on the safe side andstick to £1 6s, sd. 
throughout in the argument I am 
about to detail. 

I have somewhat laboured the Punjab 
inquiry, because it has received the 
official stamp and approval of legis- 
lation, for the result of which we 
have yet towtait, as the Punjab Land 
Alienation Act is only a year old. I 
will however venture to trouble the 
House with some extracts from the 
Report of the latest Famine Committee, 
which has only just been circulated to 
members. The Report has been prepared 
by Sir Antony MacDonnell, whose 
authority is equal to that of any Indian 
eevee It says— 

‘This is the state of things to-day, and while 
it remains unaltered, indebtedness in the 
Bombay Presidency must continue and increase. 
We desire to guard ourselves against the sup- 
position that we impute want of care or 
solicitude for the people’s interest to the authors 
of the Bombay revenue system. The authors 
of that system were men of ability, humanity 
and zeal for the public good ; and nothing is 
further from our thoughts than to impugn the 
excellence of their intentions. What we wish 
to point out is that their intentions have not 
been fulfilled. They expected the accumula- 
tion of agricultural capital ; but their plans did 
not promote thrift, nor did they conduce to the 
independence of the ryot. They looked for the 
capitalist cultivator and we find the saukar's 
seri. On the extent of the indebtedness of the 
Bombay cultivators no precise official informa- 
tion, we believe, exists, but there are materials 
for a probable estimate. We know that the 
Decean Riots Commission of 1876 found that 
‘about one-third of the occupants of Govern- 
ment land are emlarrassed with debt; that 
their debts average about 18 times their assess- 
ment ; and that nearly two-thirds of the debt 
is secured by mortgage of the land.’ We also 
know that the money-lenders, in the villages 
visited by the Commission, paid about one- 
eighth of the whole land revenue ~ their property 
having been acquired within the preceding 
twenty, and for the most part the preceding 
ten years--while it was notorious that the 
privete transfers of land were, in most cases, 
not recorded. The Commission of 1891 found 
that, within the preceding eight years, land 
paying (0 per cent. of the revenue, in the dis- 
tricts which they visited, had been sold, two- 
fifths going to the money-lenders : while lands 
paying 174 per cent. of ‘the revenue had been 
mortgaged, four-sevenths going to the saukars. 
In his evidence before us the Chief Secret: wy 
to the Bombay Government said that 28 per 
cent. of the land in Broach had passed into the 
possession of the — -lending classes ; and 
from a report of the ¢ ‘ollector of Ahmedabad it 
appears that in his district expropriation of the 
old owners has also mide considerable way. 
Taking allthese statewents into account, and 


comparing them with tie evidence we have | 
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recorded, we think it probable that at least 
one-fourth of the cultivaturs in the Bomiay 
Presidency have lost possession of their lands ; 
that less than a fifth are free from debt ; and 
that the remainder are indebted to a greater 
or less extent. It is unnecessary to retrace here 
the efforts which since 1875 have been made to 
remedy this lamentable state of things. Com- 
missions have sat and reported ; Acts of the 
Legislature have been passed and amended ; 
executive action of various sorts has heen 
taken. But, of all, the result has been disap- 
pointment. Comparing the statistics of sales 
and mortgages in the four districts to which 
the Relief Acts have applied with the corre- 
sponding figures in non-Act  distriets, and 
weighing the evidence of the witnesses on the 
point, we form the conclusion that these Acts 
have done but little substantial good. Indeed, 
there is positively reom for holding—and 
statistics show—that transfers of property, 
hoth by sale and mortgage, have become more 
en in districts to which the Relief Acts 
apply. We, therefore, think that the time for 
palliative measures has passed, and that the 
hour has come for recognising facts as they 
exist, and for applying those measures which 
the facts demand, no matter how unwelcome 
may he the disillusionment that they may 
bring.” 

I will not pursue the matter further, 
I think these terrible sentences are more 
than enough. What is true of the 
Punjab is true of Bombay, and what is 
true of both is true of all India. | ask 
the House to declare emphatically, in 
the damning words of Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, the Lieutenant Governor 
of the North West Provinces, and his 
three equally distinguished colleagues in 
the commission— 

“That the hour has come for recognising 
facts as they exist, and for applying thoze 
measures which the facts demand, no matter 
how unwelcome may Le the disiJdusionment 
that they may bring.” 

I stand appalled before the reform of 
our entire system of Indian Govern- 
ment, which is needed to cope with these 
tremendous problems. ‘The entire re- 
pudiation of debt by the Indian peasant, 
if such a thing were possible to such 
patient, enduring, law-abiding people, 
would still leave them in a condition of 
things that twenty years would re- 
produce the same conditions of life. 
Even freedom from debt would not 
suffice unless accompanied by a great 
scheme of irrigation and a thorough 
readjustment of rent. Let me quote 
again Sir Antony MacDonnell’s Report— 

“We ourselves are disposel to think that 
the assessment in these Deccan districts is a 
full assessment for tracts where ‘the soil is 
sterile, the climate precarious, a good crop 
heing in some parts obtained only once in three 
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years, and the peasantry, though sturdy and | 
ordinarily law-abiding, are described as utterly 
uneducated and with a narrow range of intelli 
gence.’ But whether the assessment be 
moderate or full, we have no doubt that it 
cannot be collected in short years without 
forcing the ryots into debt. Except in the 
Panch Mahals, where the land revenue is 
shown as about 5 per cent. of the produce, this 
figure being due to the backward character of 
the people and their primitive methods of 
cultivation, the assessment in Gujerat is a full 
one, taking 20 per cent of the produce. Not- 
withstanding this, the Deputy Director of 
Agriculture considers that the profits on culti- 
vation in Gujerat are greater than in the 
Deccan, and we have no doubt that this is so. 
An assessment of 20 per cent. of the gross pro- 
duce in a fertile ryotwari region like Gujerat is 
not greater than the rents which landlords in 
many districts of Northern India levy from 
their tenants for lands of even less productive- 
But, when landlords in Northern [India 
take such high rents, they are obliged to allow 
suspensions in bad years. We have now stated 
for each province visited what is, according to 
the statistics and evidence placed before us, the 
pressure of the land revenue on the soil. We 
are aware that in such a complex matter 
averages are exposed to error; and that the 
liability to error grows with an increase in the 
number or diversity of the rates or scales on 
which the averages are struck. But we have 
been as careful as we could be in the circum- 
stances, and we feel confidence in the general 
character of our conclusion. Our general con- 
clusion is that, except in Bombay, where it 
is full, the incidence of land revenue 
is low to moderate in ordinary years ; it should 
in no way per se be the cause of indebtedness. 
But it has been proved by experience in all 
provinces that the cultivation (i.e. in ryotwari 
tracts the ryots, and in zamindiri tracts the 
tenants) fail to lay by from the surplus of good 
years a sufficiency to meet their obligations 
when bad years come. In every country the 
small farmer, whose capital is sunk in his land 
and his stock, is usually short of ready money 
when the crops are deficient. This want of 
ready money is perilously aggravated in India 
by the total absence of even rudimentary pro- 
vision to encourage thrift or to secure safe 
borrowing. Consequently there is in adverse 
years peculiar need in India for elasticity in the 
demands made on the cultivator, whether these 
be revenue or rent. Unless, therefore, pro- 
vision for suspension and remission of revenue 
and rent (and in the case of rent for a pro- 
portionate relief to the receiver of the rent) be 
an integral part of the revenue system in any 
province, the cultivator will be forced to borrow 
on conditions incompatible with his solvency 
and independence. The importance of sus- 
pensions and remissions of revenue and rent is 
consequently very great. Even these, however, 
do not strike at the root of the matter; the 
true reinedy and preventive of indebtedness 
will be found in the promotion of education ; 
in the development of proper and popular 
institutions for organised credit and thrift at 
the very doors of the cultivator ; in the removal 
of the causes inherent in the agrarian system | 
of the country, which force the cultivator into | 
debt ; and in the advancement of agricultural | 
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efficiency in all its branches. With the question 
of popular education we are not here concerned, 
though we cannot pass it by without a recog- 
nition of its importance; on the other 
questions mentioned we proceed to indicate our 
recommendations under the following heads: 
Suspensions and remissions of revenue and 
rent ; agricultural banks ; the system of 
granting faqdvi loans ; organic changes in the 
existing agrarian system of Bombay, which has 
led to undue indebtedness ; and the improve- 
ment of agriculture.” 

But these facts, if new to some hon. 
Members, are not new to the Government 
of India, I have here a “ strictly con- 
fidential’’ Minute by a very able and 
distinguished Bombay Civil servant, Sir 
J. B. Richey. and | venture to trench 
upon its strict confidence by quoting 
one or two passages. And here let me 
say that I thank the noble Lord, the 
Secretary of State for India, for his con- 
sistent courtesy to Members of this 
House. He has often shown me con- 
fidental documents, and I can say that [ 
have never betrayed his confidence. The 
documents from which I am quoting 
were not obtained from the India oftice, 
but form part of the library of the 
late Mr. Bradlaugh. Sir J. B. Richey’s 
paper is of intense interest and is based 
on ‘Reports on the economic condition 
of the masses of the Bombay Presi- 
dency.” He says that— 

‘Notwithstanding certain advantages there 
is a considerable proportion of cultivators whose 
fields do not yield them a full year’s grain 
supply.” 

And then, after giving an interesting 
and striking table, he goes on to say 
that— 

‘‘ Tt aprears that the fields of ten per cent. of 

the cultivators are not believed to yield a full 
year’s supply, of which very much at any rate, 
goes to the money-lender.” 
Ten per cent. of the cultivators of 
Ahmadabad have only nine months 
supply. From 33 to 50 per cent. of the 
cultivators of Kaira have only eight 
months supply, and after paying their 
debt only from three to four months 
supply. In Broach 10 per cent. of the 
cultivators have only six months supply ; 
and in Surat 15 per cent. for six 
months supply ; and in Panch Mahils 
the cultivators have only ten months 
supply. 


An Hon. MemBer: What is the date 
of that Minute ? 
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things have not improved since then. 
In the Decean— 

‘Authorities are unanimous that many 
cultivators fail to get a year’s supply from their 
land. The average holding is 32°4 acres, and 
the average per head of population is 2°5 acres 
assessed at 11 annas per acre. The quality and 
natural advantages of the soil appear to be only 
ove-fourth of those possessed by the Gujerat 
cultivator, though the acreage is double.” 

Here is another interesting statement— 

‘‘The pressure on land is severe, except in 
Khandesh, and there must be a large propor- 
tion of cultivators who have to look for sup- 
port to other resources besides their holdings.” 
In Khandesh 15 to 66 per cent. of the 
cultivators have only six to eight 

onths supply after paying debt; in 
Nasik 50 to 80 per cent. have only six 
months supply after paying debt; in 
Ahmadnagar 25 per cent. have from six 
to eight months supply before paying 
debt ; in Poona 33 to 50 per cent. have 
six to eight months supply before paying 
debt; and in Satara 20 td 50 per cent. 
have only from four to eight months 
supply before paying debt. Then we 
come to the Konkan. ' 

“Reports are unanimous that many culti- 

vators do not get a full year’s supply from their 
holdings.” 
I will not trouble the House with 
further particulars from this confiden 
tial document. I will only say that in 
twelve districts in the Bombay Presi- 
dency in the year 1888 over 40 per 
cent. of the cultivators had yield enough 
of sustenance for less than eight months 
in the year. It is little wonder that 
these wretched people find it hard to 
pay rent to the State, and interest to the 
money-lender, who smears every page 
of this confidential Report with _ his 
slimy track, without getting further 
and further into debt. I will now turn 
from this confidential document for 
Bombay to a similar document for the 
North West Provinces entitled “ Inquiry 
into the economic 
agricultural and labouring classes in 
the North West Provinces and Oudh ” 
and dated the same year, 1888. This | 
is what the collector of Muttra says— 

“The condition of the labouring class was 
distinctly worse. Labourers are less permanent 
than cultivators ; they have less credit and do | 
not easily get loans. And they have no cattle | 
to sell, or grain stock to subsist on, so that the | 
margin between their ordinary life and actual 
Want is a very narrow one, 


{3 Feprvary 1902} 
Mr. CAINE: The date is 1888, and | 


condition of the | 
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class the past cold weather has been a very 
trying one. A very noticeable feature in all the 
statements is the cessation of any purchases 
except of absolute necessaries of life. The 
purchase of cloth is at once suspended in years 
of ditficulty, and the weaver class competes 
with the rest of the labourirg class for any 
work that may be going. In generally weil- 
to-do villages the excessive rain which spoiled 
the harvest also knocked down houses, and 
furnished work in repairing them, but in many 
cases re-construciion was postponed until better 
times came round. Sickness, too, added to the 
distress ; and when easy earthwork was opened 
at Brindaban, some fever-stricken people were 
noticed who could hardly carry even quarter- 
filled baskets.” 

I could quote similar statements from 
a score of confidential Reports, but will 
content myself with quoting from one 
more only, containing the replies from 
various Local Administrators in 1887. 
[ have given details from Bombay and 
Northern India; I will just give one 
sentence from the Central Provinces. I 
may say in passing that I do not select 
the worst passages by any means, but 
rather only those which most fairly 
demonstrate the truth. Here isa Report 
from the province of Damoh which is 
27,000 square miles in extent equal in 
area to all Scotland, without the islands— 

‘A considerable number of the smaller 
tenants would seem to be hard pressed, though 
the Deputy Commissioner makes no mention of 
any cases of distress, and it is probable that the 
expenditure has been understated. As in 
Saugor the number of teaants indebted is very 
large. Out of 684 tenants in 21 villages, on 
less than 4520 were found to be in debt. Of 44 
tenants whose circumstances were inquired into 
by the District Superintendent of Police, 39 
were in debt, the total number of debts aggre- 
gating 9,405 rupees on a total rental of only 
759 rupees. The case of 19 tenants questioned 
by the Tahsildar of Hatta was similar, 12 were 
in debt, owing altogether 1,555 rupees on a 
rental of 492 rupees. Mr. M’Sinn found 72 
out of 77 tenants questioned by him to be in 
debt, 70 owing more than a vear’s rent. Ona 
rental of 98U rupees the total debt was 14,492 
rupecs. 

Now, these Reports do not refer to the 
famine districts at all. It isa fair state- 
ment of the permanent condition of the 
poor people whose cause | venture to 
The present 
Government of India, through Sir A. 
MacDonnell’s Report, and in many other 
ways, have officially admitted the evils 
resultant from its system, and _ have 
begun tentative reforms. But, as Mr. 
Thorburn says— 

“For more than 70 millions of the sufferers 
it is too late for any change of the system to be 


Ts many of this | beneficial.” 
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These words ought to be burnt in 
letters of fire on the hearts of the 


noble Lord, the Secretary of State for 
India, andthe Viceroy, as well as on the 
heart of the right hon. Member for East 
Wolverhampton—-for Liberal Adminis- 
trations are as much to blame as Con- 
servative Administrations, and it is very 
far from me to wish to make this a 
party question. 

I cannot pass from this part of my 
subject without some reference to the 
chief evidence of the horrible poverty 
of the agricultural people of India, the 
evidence of recurring famine with ever- 
increasing intensity. These famines are 
the eruptions of the smouldering volcano 
of Indian poveriy, and the inevitable 
result of all the causes of poverty to 
which I have been referring. From 
cradle to funeral pyre, the life of the 
Indian peasant is one prolonged, never- 
ceasing struggle for something to eat. 
He has no time to think of anything 
else. Forty millions of them are hungry 
allthe time; 50 millions more are often 
hungry; and none of them ever get 
anything better to eat than the coarsest 
cereals and vegetables, kept down by a 
little highly-taxed salt, and a few cheap 
condiments. The whole of these 90 
millions are worn by the most carking 
of all cares—debt they can never pay. 
When scarcity comes upon them it is 
little wonder that they lie down and die 
in heart-broken millions. These famines, 
when they come, are met with courage, 
generosity, and skill, and the way in 


which the Indian Government has 
brought its system of relief to the 


highest point of efficiency, obtains the 


gratitude, and has won the admiration | 


of the world at large. It is now time 
that the Administrators of India, the 
choicest men this great Empire can 
furnish, should address themselves to 
famine prevention, and this House 
should retuse no help or encouragement. 
The Secretary of State for India, in 
the resolution before the House, invites 
approval of the several recommendations 
made in the Report of the Famine Com- 


mission. These are excellent in principle, | 


and propose suspensions and remissions 
of revenue and rent, the establishment 
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schemes for the improvement of agri- 
culture. If these are honestly and 
generously carried out, no doubt much 
good will result. But at their best they 
are only palliatives which may relieve 
the patient for a time, but only post- 
pone the hour of final dissolution. 
It is certainly a time for suspension 
and remission of rents, but the recom- 
mendations fall lamentably short of 
what is needed. 

I would like to emphasise to the 
House that one great feature of all 
these Famine Reports is, that we cannot 
but feel that the authors would like to 
go a great deal further than they do; 
but they are practical men, and only 
make such recommendations as can be 
immediately and honestly carried out. 

Let me read from page 96 of the 
“Famine Commissioners Report.” 

“It is necessary to lay down the degree of 
calamity which calls for relief and the degree 
of relief suitable. It is desiralle to fix the 
relief point low in order to secure that enquiry 
is made in all cases of extensive crop failure ; 
but, ordinarily, we think relief will not be re- 
quired when there is half a normal crop.” 
Then with regard to suspensions, par. 
282 says— 

“In the case of widespread crop failure relief 
should proceed from the general to the par- 
ticular. In such a case general estimates for 
homogeneous tracts, or groups of villages, or 
larger territorial areas should be made, and 
upon these estimates uniform suspension should 
be worked out ” 

“Tf the calamity is local and isolated, relief 
should proceed, on the other hand, from the 
particular to the general. Field to field 
inquiries should be made, and suspension 
follow the result of such inquiry.” 

The House will at once see that these 
recommendations are exclusively pallia- 
tive, they involve before they can be 
applied, the existence of calamity, or 
widespread crop failure. They do not 
touch the fringe of prevention, and no 
recommendations are made which reach 
the root causes of recurrent famine, 
the rack renting of the Government, 
and the clutch of the money lender, 
which exhaust the peasent in times of 
prosperity, while keeping them just 
alive for future exhaustion in times of 
calamity and crop failure by grudging 
suspensions and remissions. 1 must in 


| passing justify the epithet of “ rack 


of Agricultural Banks ; organic changes | 


in the existing agrarian system of 
one province ot India, Bombay; and 


Mr. Caine. 


renting” as applied to the Government 
of India. The amount of land revenue 
received out of these starving peasants 
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was 23,981,000 tens of rupees, in 1892 
it was 24,905,000 tens of rupees, in 
1895 it was 26,200,000 tens of rupees, 
in 1897 it was 25,685,000 tens of rupees, | 
in 1898 it was 27,459,000 tens of rupees, | 
in 1899 it was 25,800,000 tens of rupees. 
During the five years 1889-1894 the 
average land revenue was 24,500,000 
tens of rupees ; during five years 1895-—_ 
1900 the average was 26,000 000 tens of | 
rupees. But let the House note care- | 
fully that during the last five years | 
occurred the most disastrous famine in 
the history of India. I will read to the 
House the Secretary of State’s own 
description of it. 

“The Secretary of State says that 15) 
millions sterling had to be found by the | 
Government of [ndia for famine relief alone. 
During the five years in which the famine 
years are included the Government squeezed 
out of the land from which the famine stricken 
peasants had to get their food, five millions of 
pounds more than they were able to get during 
the preceding five years when there was no 
famine at all !” 


by the Government of India in 1889 | 
| 


An apt illustration of the coarse old 
proverb, ‘“ What is got over the devil's 
back returns under his belly.” 

We are asked to approve the recom- 
mendations of Sir Antony MacDonnell’s | 
Commission. Let us do so by all means, 
but in doing so let the House further 
record its opinion that the time has 
come to be done with palliatives, and 
realise in Sir Antony’s own words— 

“That the time has come for recogn‘sing 
facts as they exist and for applying those 
measures which the facts demand, no matter 
how unwelcome may be the disillusion that they 
may bring.” 

In making his financial statement last 
August, the Secretary of State for India 
said— 


‘Since the territories of the East India | 
Company passed over to the authority of the | 
Crown, I doubt if any Secretary of State has 
heen able to make a more satisfactory state- | 
ment than it will fall to my lot to unfold the 
surpluses of income over expenses are large, 
continuous and progressive.” 

These surpluses which give the noble | 
Lord such reasons for pride are one of , 
the main causes of that poverty of the. 
Indian peasant which, like those sur- 
pluses, is large, continuing, and pro- 
gressive. | 

I must now pass on to the second | 
part of my Amendment. I hope I have 
established to the satisfaction of - 
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| Indian people per 


Commission. 282. 
House that the poverty of the Indian 
peasant is real and chronic. Is it 
steadily increasing in volume and area ? 
I may almost claim to have already 
established this proposition, as I have 
It is of vital importance 
that we should know, with the full 
authority of the Secretary of State for 


|India, whether the Indian agricultural 


population is or is not, getting steadily 
poorer. There is a steadily increasing 
school of Indian politicians who, for the 
last thirty years have been insisting 
there are two Indias — British 


India and Indian India — that the 


'former gets richer and the latter gets 


poorer year after year, and that India 
is being slowly, but surely, ‘bled to 
death.”’ The “ Isaiah’ of this school of 
thought is Mr. Dadhabbai Naoroji, and 
its * Jeremiah” Mr. William Digby, 
C.L.E. Mr. Naoroji was once a Member 
of this House, and has left behind him 
a fragrant memory and deep respect for 
his earnest, unselfish devotion to the 
people of the land of his birth. Mr. 


|Digby is a man of authority on this 


question, with a long record of Indian 
who received his 
Companionship of the Indian Empire 
as a reward for eminent service in 


| Madras famine administration. 


Mr. Digby has recently published a 
book of 650 pages,entitled **‘ Prosperous ’ 


| British India,” which, whatever may be 


thought of its conclusions, deserves the 
attention of every Indian _ politician, 
from the Viceroy and Secretary of 
State downwards. Although this school 
of Indian thought has not attained the 
consideration it deserves in this country, 
whose ideas of India are mostly formed 
from military novels and melodramas, 
at the Missionary meeting, or from 
Mr. Rudyard Kipling’s works, it has 
obtained a passionate support from 
educated India, especially that section 
which is identified with the Indian 
National Congress. Mr. Digby’s book 
formulates it into a definite charge. 
It may be summed up in a single state- 
ment, upon which Mr. Digby stakes his 
entire case —that the income of the 
head per day in 


1850 was twopence, in 1880, on the 


| authority of Lord Curzon and Sir David 


Barbour it had fallen to three-half-pence, 
and in 1900 it had fallen to three 
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farthings. Mr. Digby professes to rest 
his case entirely on authoritative 
Government statistics, and in his book 
constitute a formidable indictment of 
our Indian Administration, and what- 
ever we may think of his conclusions, 
he undoubtedly furnishes material for 
the proper study of the subject and the 
formation of our own conclusions. But, 
I do not commit myself to any of Mr. 
Digby’s statements, premisses, or deduc- 
tions—with thousands of other Indian 
politicians I wait with eager interest 
the reply the Government of India is 
bound to give, and which | hope may 
come from the noble Lord himseli to- 
night. I sincerely trust that he may 
be able to rout Mr. Digby, and make 
mince meat of his terrible indictment. 
If he can, no one will be more pleased 
than Mr. Digby himself. [ cannot bring 
myself to such precise charges as these 
formulated by this important school of 
thought, nor can [ always accept either 
its premises or its conclusions. But 
viewed broadly. it has truth on its side, 
and | have found it impossible to doubt, 
as the result of independent inquiry, that 
the chronic poverty of agricultural India 
is steadily on the increase, and if not 
turned backwards will in time result in 
the bankruptey and ruin of our Indian 
Empire. I am at any rate satfsfied, 
that every famine leaves some part of 
India permanently poorer. 

Let me put the Secretary of State 
himself in the witness hox—He said 
last August in this House, with regard 
to the recent famine— 

“Putting aside the misery, privation, and 
the mortality inflicted upon humanity alone 
by this awful visitation, the property lost to 
the agricultural community in Western India 
is estimated to be not less than £50,000,000 
sterling.” 


What is the value of his five million 
surplus in face of this frightful 


admission? Of course, compared with 
1895, the agricultural people of India 
are poorer by fifty millions. It would 


take more than fifty millions to restore | 


the iamine districts to their old 
prosperity, and enable them to pay 
the rents which are needed for 
Budget surpluses and to meet the re- 
curring demands of the money-lending 
cormorant. 
of increasing poverty among the Indian 
peasants inthe fact, that the net area 
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There is another evidence | 
| recent census for the same arez as was covered 
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during the last five years. In the five 
years, 1890 and 1894, the average area 
was 192 millions, in the five years, 1895 
and 1900, the average area was 188 
millions, and the drop in the year, 1899 
and 19°0 was from £196,000,000 in the 
previous yearto 180 millions. Of course 
this is accounted for by the famine. I 
quote it only in corroboration of the 
noble Lord’s estimate of 50 millions 
material loss. During the last five years 
the Indian agriculturist was the poorer 
by the crops of 22 millions of arable 
land, an area equal to that of two-thirds 
of all England. Perhaps the most 
serious loss .is that of cattle, which can- 
not be replaced except by the growth of 
time and the acquisition of fresh wealth 
for their purchase. Four million cattle 
died in the recent famine. It is a 
pathetic detail of this loss, that a London 
hide merchant told me the other day 
that the Indian hides had greatly de- 
preciated on the market, because so many 
of them had four holes in them—pierced 
by the shoulder and hip bones as the 


wretched animals slowly starved to 
death. I will not labour this point 
by many other evidences which are 


apparent proving the paralysing im- 
poverishment of the recent terrible 
famine which has left the Indian 
peasantry, in one way and another, a 
good hundred millions poorer than they 
were five years ago. We have, however, 
two authoritative statements with regard 
to the income of the agricultural 
population to which I have already 
made slight reference, which opposed to 
the views of Mr. Naoroji and Mr. Digby, 
declare that this income in 1900 was 20 
rupees per head, while in 1882 it was 
only 18 rupeesand both estimates have 
been prepared from the data. 
Let me read to the House a few 
sentences from Lord Curzon’s speech in 
Council on the Financial Statement of 
the year, 1901, on the 27th March last— 


Lorp CURZON said— 


“T have had worked out for me from figures 
collected forthe Famine Commission of 1868, the 
latest estimate of the value of the Agricultural 
production of India, the caleulations of 1880 
showed an average Agricultural income of Rs. 
18 per head. If I take the figures of the 


same 


by the earlier computation, I find that the 
Agricultural income has actually increased... 
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and that the average per head is Rs. 20, or 2 
Rupees higher than in 1880.” 
The Viceroy appeals to his critics to 
hold their judgment in suspense. I 
have held my own judgment in this 
matter in suspense for many a long 
year past, waiting for some serious 
attempt to destroy adverse criticism, 
and reassure me with regard to such 
fierce critics as Messrs. Naoroji and 
Digby, but it does not appear. These 
gentlemen deluge us with data culled by 
them from Government sources which 
geem to justify their horrible and 
depressing pessimism. At last the 
Viceroy speaks out. He tells us that 
the average income of the agricultural 
population has risen during the last 20 
years from 18 rupees per head to 20. 

I may remind the House in passing 
that my criticisms of to-day are based 
entirely on the Viceroy’s estimate of 
20 rupees, but he himself blows on his 
own data. He says-— 

“T donot say these data are incontrovertible. 
There is an element of the conjectural in 
them.” 

So there were in the figures of 1880, the 
uncertainty in both of them is precisely 
the same. There is nothing conjectural 
or uncertain about Mr. Digby’s data. 
There is a robust certainty, an arranged 
deliberateness, a total absence of con- 
jecture that is at any rate refreshing 
and intelligent, however right or wrong 
may be Mr. Digby’s conclusions, on 
which I make no comment and to which 
Ido not commit myself. But I have a 
right to ask the noble Lord how long he 
expects us to hold our judgment in 
suspense. He gives us no help in our 
efforts to arrive at the truth. Here, in 
the Viceroy’s speech, are two important 
documents referred to, for one of which 
Lord Cromer and Sir David Barbour 
are responsible, and for the other of which 
the present distinguished Viceroy himself 
is responsible. One was prepared in 
1882, the other in 190i. These data 
are declared with the emphatic authority 
of the Viceroy himself to show that the 
income of the Indian peasant is progres- 
sive, not retrogressive. But these data are 
treated asa close secret and refused to us, 
yet the Secretary of State expects us to 
accept his “ipse dixit” and rest content. 
The first of these important documents, 
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adopted by Lord Curzon is 20 years old. 
It was asked for in Parliament in 1893 
and refused. I asked for it last week. 
Let me read to the House my Question 
and Answer— 


Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of State 
for India if he will lay upon the Table of the 
House and circulate to Members the note by 
Sir David Barbour, R.C.S.I1., entitled ‘* An 
Inquiry into the Incidence of Taxation in 
British India, 1881,” which is the authority upon 
whom Lord Cromer rests his statement in 
British India was 18 rupees per head of the 
population : and has he yet received a copy of 
the official memorandum prepared for the Vice- 
roy of India from figures collected for the 
Famine Commission of 1898, showing the latest 
estimate of the value of agricultural production 
in India from which the Viceroy, in a speech 
to his Council on March 28th, 1901, estimated 
the average agricultural income per head at 
20 rupees ; and if so, will he lay it upon the 
Table of the House and print it for circulation 
as a Parliamentary Paper. 


Commission. 





REPLY. To the first part of the hon. Members’ 
Question my answer is that, as has already been 
stated in answer to a question in this House in 
the year 1893, the Note to which it refers is of 
a confidential nature, and was based on infor- 
mation which is now from 20 to 30 years old. 
For these reasons I do not think it expedient to 
present it to Parliament. (2) In reply to the 
second (Juestion I have not received a copy of 
the memorandum referred to, and I must con- 





sult the Viceroy before I can reply to the 
Question. (3) There is a long and voluminous 
report on aa inquiry instituted by Lord 
Dufferin before 1888 into the Agricultural 
population, and I propose to publish this.” 


The noble Lord says the memoran- 
dum is of a “ confidential nature,” but 
Lord Cromer describes it as based on 
figures collected by the Famine Com- 
mittee of 1880 and published in 1882. 
What on earth can there be “ confiden- 
tial’ in such as this? His other reason 
for referring to it is that it is from 
20 to 22 years old. But it has been 
brought up to date by Lord Curzon’s 
treatment of it, who has constructed 
a document of his own on precisely 
the same lines and declares that 
as a result of the compression of 
the two, that the Agricultural income 
was actually increased, and that the 
average per head is 20 rupees, or 
two rupees higher than in 1880. 

The Secretary of State actually con- 
fesses to having never seen the 
memorandum on which Lord Curzon 
bases this estimate, although it is a 
year or two since it was completed 
—yet the publication of these two 
documents is a vital element in 





prepared by Sir David Barbour and 


K 
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upon which they are based to justify|the average throughout 
the conclusions drawn, the Naoroji-Digby | which absorb 60 per cent. 
school which is always proclaiming to the , ants expenditure were just 
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world the sad and increasing poverty of | higher at the time of Lord Curzon’s 20 
the Indian cultivator would be put out of ; rupees than they were at the time of 


business once and for all. 


I am glad we | Lord Cromer’s 18. 


I will strengthen 


are to have the inquiry instituted by | and epdorse these figures by comparing 


Lord Dufferin in 1888, but if it is to dis- | the 


pel the arguments of the pessimist, it 
appears to me a great pity we did not get 
it in 1889, twelve years ago. 
press upon the noble Lord the prompt 


five years of 1800-1884, Lord 
Cromer’s period, with the five years, 
1896-1900, Lord Curzon’s period, and 


I again | taking not single years as | have just 


done, and as these two great authorities 


publication of these two all important | have also done, but periods of five years. 


documents. If they are conclusive to | 
Lord Curzon, they should be conclusive 
to us all. Let me in a single point de- | 
monstrate to the House how impossible it | 
is to judge of the soundness of the com- 
parison of these two estimates of twenty 
rupees in 1901, and eighteen rupees in 
1882 without the data on which they are 
based The moment I read Lord Curzon’s 
speech I asked myself and I now ask the | 
Secretary of State for India if he had 
taken into account the difference in the | 
purchasing power of the rupee at the two 
dates? A rupee to an Indian peasant 
represents so much food, it has no other 
meaning to his mind. I now ask the 
noble Lord to turn to page 321 of the 
last issue of the Indian Statistical Abstract 
where there is set out a table showing the 
variation from 1873 to 1900 in the average 
annual retail prives of seven food grains 
at selected centres. He will find the 
prices are based on the 1873 prices, which 
are represented throughout at 100, and in 
the following years the variations are 


100. I will give the House the figures of 
the year 1881, which I understand to be 
the year on which Sir David Barbour and 
Lord Cromer’s estimate of eighteen rupees 
of income is based, and those of 1898, on 
which Lord Curzon has based his estimate 
of twenty rupees, and his consequent 
declaration that the peasant is better off 
by two rupees per head per annum to-day 
compared with twenty years ago. In 
1881, rice was 97, wheat 101, jawar 94, 
bajra 98, ragi 99, gram 106, and barley 
97. In 1898, rice was 157, wheat 145, 
jawar 131, bajra 130, ragi 174, gram 135, 
and barley 111. These figures show that 
the price of these grains was far higher 
for Lord Curzon’s year than for Lord 
Cromer’s year. Rice was higher 60 per 
cent., wheat 44, jawar 39, bajra 32, ragi 
Mr. Caine. 


For 1880-1884 rice was 132, wheat 103, 
jawar 97, bajra 103, ragi 105, gram 102, 
and barley 97. For 1896-1900 rice was 
170, wheat 164, jawar 160, bajra 170, ragi 
169, gram 178, and barley 157. Taking 


the average throughout, the five years of 


Lord Cromer’s period are 6 per cent 
higher than the 1873 prices, and Lord 
Curzon’s five vears are 67 per cent higher 
than 1873 prices, and 61 per cent higher 
than Lord Cromer’s. I cannot, of course, 
press this rise in price universally as 
showing the increase of poverty. ‘There 
is the counter consideration of how far 
the agricultural people of India are 
benefitted by high prices of this produce. 
But that is not very far. The small 
farmer parts with his grain to the bunya, 
or moneylender, who fixes his own price, 
while the agricultural labourer who buys 
from the bunya pays the high price, for 
it must be remembered the tables are 
based on the average annual retail prices. 
Then I ask the House to consider what 
an advance of 60 per cent in the price of 


shown as so much below or so much above | food means to the millions of peoph, 


| afflicted by drought, whose own crops 


have failed, and who must buy their food. 
These figures and consideration, demon- 
strate very forcibly the utter worthless- 
ness of such a statement as Lord Curzon’s, 
unless accompanied by the data which 
enables him to arrive at it. In my use 
of Lord Curzon’s statement, I give him 
credit for having taken this and every- 
thing else into account, for the case is 
bad enough for all my purposes without 
discounting it in any way. 


I think it worth while to have sub- 
mitted these figures to the House for the 
further purpose of showing, that side by 
side with increasing poverty, that in- 
creasing poverty is made worse by 
enhanced prices of the necessities of life. 
I hope the noble Lord can tell us definite- 
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ly if Lord Curzon’s has taken these | will begin. It never will while they 
enhanced prices into consideration, or! remain in possession. Money alone will 
whether they form one of those elements) get rid of them. India’s taxation produces 
of conjecture and uncertainity which he! noble surpluses, in spite of heavy famine 
warns us his data possess? I hopeI have expenditure. The last two years, takon 
suceeeded in convincing the House that together, show cash surpluses of 44 
there is good reason why it should adopt, millions sterling. During the same two 
the first part of the Amendment, I) years, there was famine expenditure of 
should have moved—had opportunity) ¢£9000,000. Therefore, but for this 
been given—that the poverty of the) abnormal expenditure, those two years 
Indian people engaged in agricultural) would have shown surpluses of nearly 
pursuits has not only become chronic, but| ¢1 4 000,000, or £7,000,000 each, and I 
is steadily increasing in volume and} ynderstand that this year will fall not 
area. I .fear I have wearied hon.| a> short of that amount. But it is far 
Members in the process, but the subject | hotter that these surpluses should go 
phan of such vast importance that { must lto the prevention of poverty by a wise 
oontinue to beg their indulgence while I | lie edie aa aiiaiabaiill 
deal as briefly as possible with the second scheme of amie than be merely 
ays: 7 proposal. ’ ? shared out in annas and pice by the 
I ask for a new policy with regard abolition of the salt tax, great as such 
to Indian poverty-—its prompt relief by] a boon would be, and largely as cheap 
a liminution of civil and military | salt would help to diminish cholera 
expenditure, and a policy of pre-/ and other epidemics. £5,000,000 a 
vention in place of a policy of palliation. year wisely spent on irrigation works 
[ do not think it ought to be expected | +4 torage tanks, would, in 20 years, 
from anyone who has not free access| j144¢ drought and its result, famine 
to all the information possessed by nian he ie ‘2. | Mit. « saat Siiaes 
the Government that he should formulate f. ee i sill ties re aptotbosbe 
a scheme by which famines may gradually rasa pe oa ff t] . napeare nat 
hecome impossible and the poverty of the pin 6° ite “a apy Papal pit ors 
people decreased, but there are some self- ail 5 an il “ier iapegent os i. a 7 . 
evident fact which any student of Indian |) W@Ys> 41 igri iA abd es 
sociology can state. I believe nothing —I have not the figures by me—three- 
permanent can be effected until the | 1U@ters of a million on irrigation. 
moneylender difficulty is solved, and a : yh, 34.. 
great’ progressive scheme of irrigation Lorp G. HAMILTON: Rather more. 
established. Drain, debt, and drought — ; 
are the root causes of both poverty aia ; Mr. CAINE: I only wish to say that 
famine, which are the inevitable outcome | !t Ought to have been just the reverse. 
of permanent poverty in a_ country Railways may be good for famine relief, 
dependent on stored water. Debt, drain, but Irrigation 18 good for famine pre- 
and drought, therefore, are the three | vention. ; 
devils which had to be exorcised, and a Debt, however, is the bigger problem. 
vast sum of money will be needed to| The Indian peasantry is hopelessly 
effect their destruction. The House will | bankrupt. Even under improved con- 
note that in my Resolution I asked | ditions induced by the destruction of 
for no remission of taxation. To try to| famine caused by drought, they would 
deal with these three devils by a remission | still be in the permanent clutch of the 
of the salt tax, agricultural banks, sus-| usurer. Why should not the Govern- 
pensions or remissions of the Land Tax,and | ment take the bull by the horns, pay 
schemes for the improvement of cultivation | off the money-lender everywhere on 
is simply holding a candle to the three} just and equitable terms, prohibit th» 
devils. These things are all well enough | alienation of land. and resettle the land 
in their way, as palliatives, in the mean-| tax on equitable terms, taking good 
time, but they are only eau-de-Cologne | and bad years into account, including 
and a fan; when a blue pill and a black | (wherever it can be borne) the interest 
draught are wanted. Drain, Debt and|on the cleared debt, remitting it once 
Drought—Drought, Debt, and Drain—| for all where it cannot be borne on the 
get rid of these, and India’s prosperity | holding. That appears a formidable 


K 2 
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scheme, but its details would be as 
nothing to the finest civil service in the 
world. It is a formidable scheme. It 
requires £200,000,000 to carry out. 
But what is £200,000,000 to us? We 
have voted it with a light heart for a 
war. What is £30,000,000 on irrigation 
works to us? We have a Bill before 
the House to spend £40.000,000 on 
the water supply of London. Why not 
spend a smaller amount on the great 
reform in India? But I have not long 
since said that the total debt to money- 
lenders is £230,000,000. I believe an 
equitable -ettlement would bring it out 
at far less. Wherever usury has been 
enforced, and the interest charged has 
been excessive, it would be only fair to 
take the excess into account as capital 
repaid, and pay only whatever balance 
was then due. I _ believe that 
£200,000,000 in hard cash would buy 
up every agricultural debt in India. 
Borrow the money at 34 per cent of 
the money-lenders themselves by issuing 
Government stock for whatever the 
settled claim might be, and so get rid 
of the debt, and keep the interest in India 
to be spent in the villages by the money- 
lenders. It would add £7,000,000 to 
Indian annual expenditure—true ; but it 
would give prosperous peasants able to 
pay their taxes in place of a nation of 
bankrupt and hungry wretches who, 
unless this is done can pay neither debt, 
interest, nor taxes. But the Imperial 
Exchequer ought to bear the whole of this 
burden, for we are year by year robbing 
India by forcing upon her exchequer 
expenditure that ought justly to be 
borne by ourselves far beyond the 
interest needed to clear out the money- 
lender at once and for ever. I will 
not labour out all the items; they are 
fully set out in the minority Report of 
the Royal Commission on Indian Ex- 
penditure, of which body I was a 
member. I will touch on only two or 
three. 

A year ago, in moving an Amendment 
to the King’s Speech, I called the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that there 
were 28,000 troops borne on the Indian 
establishment, which had been _ bor- 
rowed by the British Government, 
employed in South Africa, China 
and Hong Kong, the Mauritius, Sin- 
gapore, Ceylon, and Jubaland. Some 
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have gone back, but the Secretary 
of State informed the House last 
week that there are still some 
20,000 outside India to-day. For over 
two years, probably running to three, 
from 20,000 to 30,000 troops, British 
and native, for whom India has paid 
all the capital charges of recruiting and 
transport, and whose maintenance is a 
permanent charge on India, have been 
employed in service, in foreign countries 
where India has no particular interest, 
and in a colony where Indians are 
treated more like dogs than fellow- 
subjects, Britainfpaying only the wages 
and food of the men while thus 
employed. So far as the necessities of 
India are concerned, she could safely 
dispense altogether with these 30,000 
troops. They are simply a reserve force 
of the British Army, planted upon India 
to the relief of the British taxpayer, 
quartered in India as a reserve force for 
the defence of the British Empire in 
the East, from Cape Colony to Peking. 
Common equity demands, if the Indian 
Army is to be kept at its present 
numbers, that one-seventh of its cost 
should be borne on the British estimates, 
one-seventh of its numbers being treated 
as a reserve of the British Army, 
quartered in India for convenience, 
and with a special view to service in 
the East generally. Apart, however, 
from this simple act of equity, the 
Indian Army is kept at its present 
strength, not for the maintenance of 
law and order, for which less than one- 
half would suffice, but because of that 
foolish dread of Russia, to appease 
which, more than anything else, the 
Indian taxpayer has been drained to the 
verge of utter bankruptcy. But for 
this Russian bogey, all the military 
needs of India could be met with 
less than half the present expenditure, 
£7,000,000 or £8,000,000 would be set 
free for peaceful enterprises, and every 
reform that I have suggested could be 
set strongly afoot, with a generous 
remission of taxation to accompany 
them on their journey of blessing. No 
reasonable politician i» this country now 
believes that any Russian Government 
would be so mad as to embark on such 
a ruinous adventure as the conquest of 
India, to take upon its already over- 
burdened back the additional burden 
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of the poorest country on the face of | benefit of the Indian peasant, would have 
the earth, expos-d to the sea attack of | saved every famine of the last twenty 
the strongest navy on the seas. As|years. When India is governed by 
long ago as 1877, Prince Gortchakoff | reason instead of by prejudice, the sun 
declared that the idea of the conquest} of her salvation will arise, but never 
of India by Rassia was a_ perfect | before. 

impossibility, and, if practicable, an act| I will not labour the question of mili- 
of supreme folly. Russia has her own | tary and civil expenditure further than 
civilising mission north of he Himalayss, | by a short reference to possible economies 
as Britain has south of the Himalayas, |in the higher civil service. There are, 
and it would be an act of suicidal mad-| roughly, altogether 8,000 Europeans in 
ness or either to cross that boundary|the Indian civil service, receiving in 
to invade the other. There is no/ salaries and expenses over £5,000,000 in 
fear of Russian invasion for 100) the year, while 130,000 Indians receive 
years to come, even if Russia desired it,| half a million less, about £4,500,000. 
and, even if there were there is no need | Of the 8,000 Europeans, the employ- 
for such a British occupation of India| ment given to fully 3,000 might with 
as is meant by 75,000 troops. The | justice and efficiency be given to natives 
reduction of that garrison to 50,000) of India, who would be glad to do the 
would still leave it as strong as it was | work at salaries that would effect a sav- 
the year after the Mutiny, and India is| ing of quite half a million sterling. 
now peaceful, law-abiding, and intensely | What is the use of the vast, costly, and 
loyal to British over-rule. The cost of | elaborate system of University Educa- 
these 25,000 British troops would mean tion in India if the graduates are prac- 
£3,000,000 a year set free for the en-| tically shut out of the national careers 
richment of the peasant. If it is still) which in this country are taken up by 
thought fit to continue them in India| our own graduates? The'Indian civil 
for possible service in the East and | service is fenced against the sons cf that 
China, it would be an act of simple| country by monstrous and impossible 
justice to give India an annual grant | conditions for the great bulk of them, 
of £3,000,000 for their maintenance. | and Parliament ought, without delay, to 
But if they were withdrawn, what | tear these fences down. But another 
matter? Have we not just thrown half a million might be saved to India 
250,000 soldiers into the Cape? It would | out of the £2,000,000 spent on super- 
be as easy to throw them into India, and | anuation allowances and pensions. The 
have them there for twelve months, | bulk of Indian covenanted civilians 
before Russia could cross Afghanistan | retire after twenty-five years of service, 
with an army worth the name; and of which four are furlough. I would 
such an effort on the part of Russia | extend the service to thirty-five years, 
would mean ‘hopeless financial ruin | with five years furlough, before retire- 
to her Government before a shell} ment on full pension was permitted. 
conld be fired at Quetta or Pesha-| When the twenty-five years was fixed, 
wur. For downright political idiocy, residence in India was a different thing 
commend me to the Russian bogey. | from now. Everything that can make 
It is the most inveterate preju- | life easy and healthy in the Indian 
dice which ever dominated a sensible} climate is now provided for the Civil 
people; Lord Salisbury himself has | servant. When he gets furlough 
called it an “antiquated superstition.”| he can go to a dozen fine sanatoria 
I wish he would clear it out of the/in the hills, or can run home in 
mind of the Secretary of State for India, | twelve days from Bombay to London. 
of his Viceroy, and, if possible, of the} At'50 he comes home for good, with 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for | £1,000 a ‘year pension, and, if he has 
East Wolverhampton. Like many other | been reasonably prudent, savings of 
superstitions, it is a murderous one. It | £10,000 or so. I never see men who 
has slain millions of the poor, patient,| carry their years so well, or who are 
starving people of India during the last | fitter for hard work at their age. They 
30 years, and depleted Indian resources| make themselves useful on City Com- 
of £300,000,000 which, spent for the | panies as directors, they are valuable 











295 Indian Famine 


{COMMONS} 


296. 


Commission. 


public men on the London County | agree} with, the hon. Gentleman that 
Council ; they come into this House, and| there is no question more worthy of 


work in line with the most industrious 
of us all. Such names as Sir Richard 
Temple, Sir George Campbell, Sir William 


Wedderburn, and Sir George Balfour, 


are reminders of this to those who like 
myself have had twenty years experience 
of th's House. Sir Charles Elliott is 
Chairman of the Finance Committee of 
the London School Board, and Sir Henry 
Bliss is an Alderman of the London 
County Council. Ten years more work 
in India would hurt none of them. It is 
sheer folly to withdraw them in the prime 
of life at their richest period of experience, 
in the very summit of their capacity. 

1 could easily indicate another million 
of money which could be got from other 
economies, and an equitable readjustment 
of charges between the British and Indian 
Exchequers, but they are all set out in 
the minority Report of the Indian Expen- 
diture Commission prepared by SirWilliam 
Wedderburn, Mr. D. Naoroji, and myself, 
and I must content myself by referring 
hon. Members who may desire to look 
further into the matter to that report. 
I hope, Sir, that I have been able to in- 
dicate the possibility in such economic 
reforms as I have touched upon cf se- 
curing from the existing financial re- 
sources quite enough money to restore the 
agricultural people of India to a reason- 
able and permanent prosperity. I thank 
both parties in this House for the kind 
and courteous consideration which they 
have given to a long, and | am afraid, a 
rather dull speech. I do not attach my- 
self to extreme views upon this question, 
to which I have made frequent reference, 
nor do | agree with all their conclusions. 
I do hope, however, that I have said 
enough to convince the House that the 
poverty of India is terrible, chronic, and 
progressive, and that it ought to be dealt 
with in the most drastic way possible. 


#(10.4.) 
a little reluctant to interpose at so early 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am | 


a stage in the debate, because I know | 


{ may prevent my hon. friends who 


wish to take part in this debate from | 


addressing the House, but the hon. 
Member for Camborne has spoken at 
such length and made so many sug- 
gestions that I feel bound to interpose 
at this early period of the debate. I 


Mr. Caine. 


the attention of this House than the 
| material condition of the masses of 
}our fellow-subjects in India. I have 
more than once stated my opinion that 
our main claim, our only claim, to rule 
India is the belief that we can improve 
the material prosperity of those who 
live within its borders; and if it can 
be shown that we have failed in that 
duty, and that that material prosperity 
has deteriorated, there is a flaw in our 
title to govern India which cannot 
easily be remedied or effaced. What 
does that mean? It affects the credit 
of every‘section of the nationalities who 
sit in this House. It affects England, 
‘Scotland, Wales «and Ireland; and 
speaking as an Irishman, I am dis- 
'posed to think that there is no part 
of the United Kingdom which has more 
contributed to the foundation of our 
Empire in India than Ireland. An 
indictment such as that which the hon. 
Member has just delivered means, if it 
be true, that we have failed in India to 
a terrible extent. for nearly half a 
century India has been under the control 
of the Crown. This nation has had 
in its possession the greater part of India 
for more than a century. We have 
during that time established peace from 
one end to the other of that country. 
We have established equality between 
race and creed, justice between man 
and man. 


Mr. CAINE: Not between English- 
man and native. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: We have 
established, in spite of the denunciation 
by the hon. Gentleman, the lightest 
system of taxation which exists in Asia. 
|We have spent hundreds of mil'ions 
\in developing the material prosperity 
of the country, assisted by the most 
modern science and civilisation. We 
have offered every inducement to the 
best products of our public schools and 
Universities, and of our social system to 
go out and take part in the military and 
civil administration of India; and we have 
selected the very ablest men that political 
and Parliamentary life could produce to 
put at the head of that Ministerial 
hierarchy. If the result of all that has 
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been that we have done harm rather 
than good to the people whom we wish 
to benefit, the failure has been, indeed, 
a great and fundamental one. On what 
does the hon. Gentleman base his allega- 


tion? If agree at once that India is very 
poor. I admit that one section of the 


agricultural community are becoming 
more and more in debt, and that we 
have had two of the most terrible 
droughts of which history has a record ; 
but I absolutely deny that the material 
condition of the country has fallen back 
during the last few years, or that India 
is poorer or more wretched than she was 
twenty or thirty years ago. The hon. 
Gentleman at the end of his speech 
alluded to past surpluses. I may say 
that there is every prospect of an equally 
big surplus this year. The hon. Member 
is a man of business, and I put this simple 
question tothe hon. Gentleman, whether 
the income of an individual or a com- 
munity could steadily augment year by 
year and yet thefone or the other become 
poorer and poorer by the process as it 
goes on. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Yes, cer- 
tainly. It is the case in Ireland. The 
public income is increasing by millions. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The taxation 
in India has remained stationary, and 
it therefore becomes an _ impossibility 
that the community can become poorer 
and poorer while the income is steadily 
increasing. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): There 
have been new taxes. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: There have 


been no new taxes imposed since I have | 

. > . . | 
been in office ; the only alteration in the | 
financial and fiscal system has been a/ 


reduction in customs. If I wished to 
describe the material condition of India 


by comparison, I might liken it to this | 


great metropolis, this City of London. 


It might seem at first sight that there is | 


little resemblance between that great de- 
pendency and thisgreat city, the centreand 
capital of the richest Empire in the world. 
Noone will deny that within the last 
twenty years London has made most extra- 
ordinary strides in the wealth and attain- 
ments and habits of its population, and 
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‘in all the outward attributes of material 
| prosperity. It has increased in income, 
in rateable value—or, tested by any 
gauge economic science can suggest, 
‘there have been great strides in material 
‘advance. And yet it is but a few 
iyears back that those interested in 
;social subjects were startled by the 
| statements in Mr. Charles Booth’s well- 
/known book in which he analysed the 


/conditions of the people of London, 
classifying them according to their 
‘incomes, their wealth and_ poverty. 
including those who were in receipt 


of Poor Law relief, those who were in 
chronic want, fand those who, from time 
to time, had difficulties in obtaining the 
necessities of civilised life. The result 
of his investigations, minute and elabo- 
rate, was that he estimated not less 
than 30 per cent. of the population of 
‘this great city were in a condition 
equivalent to pauperism. So it is that 
| you may have two different sets of eco- 
nomic phenomena attached to the same 
community, separate and not affecting 
each other; you have a community in 
the aggregate wealthy, and increasing 
in prosperity and all the outward attri- 
butes of material wealth, and yet at 
the same time inside that community 
there may be a dense mass of poverty. 
And such I believe to be the condition 
of India. I believe we have, on the 
whole, improved, substantially improved, 
the condition; but there is still a 
| dense mass of poverty, which let us do 
all we can to mitigate and alleviate. 
Now the hon. Gentleman spoke of 
_palliatives, which he rather ridiculed. 


Mr. CAINE: No. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: Well, he 
wished to dismiss them for the future 
and have recourse to drastic remedies 
to get rid of drought and debt. Now, 
has the hon. Gentleman, or have any 
of those who have worked with him, 
ever thought or attempted to realise 
|what drought in India means ? Has 
‘any human being belief in the power 
‘of mortal man to stop drought in 


India ? 


' Mr. CAINE: You have done much 
| by your schemes of irrigation, so far as 
| they have gone. 
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*Lorp G. HAMILTON: Yes, where 
you have great rivers, perennial rivers, 
whose sources are in great glaciers 
outside India, in the immediate 
neighbourhood of those rivers it is 
possible to avert the effects of drought 
when no rain fails. But take the 
rest of the country. You have two 
Asiatic peninsulas not far from each 
other—the peninsula of Arabia and the 
peninsula of India—in very much the 
same latitude, not dissimilar in area and 
dimensions. Arabia is in the main a 
great sandy desert, inhabited by a few 
nomads who eke out a miserable ex- 
istence by pre,ing on each other. India 
has a population within its borders of a 
fiith of the human race, and yet in 
productive years they live there cheaper 
than in any other part of the world. 
What constitutes the 
difference between the two peninsulas ? 
Rain. It is quite true that poverty 
and famine may arise from different 
sources, from war, or!a state of affairs 
little short of war, from oppression, 
over-taxation, from unwillingness to 
cultivate because those who sow are not 
sure they will reap, indifference and 
ignorance ; but in India one cause alone 
since the British Government have had 
control has caused famine, and that is 
drought. No doubt if you could elevate 
the people to a higher standard there 
might be less distress and greater 
power of resistance to drought when it 
comes: but even if the hon. Member 
were to carry out all the schemes— 
mad schemes I! will call some of 
them —he has mentioned to-night, 
if you bring up the people _ of 
India to a standard of comfort such 
as no European nation has ¢ ver attained, 
if for ten years no more rain fell than 
the recent average, no mortal power 
could prevent India from becoming an 
arid and depopulated desert. 


What does drought mean? It is 
not a question of food; the scarcity of 
food in a district affected by drought 
is the least of the evils with which the 
Government of India have to deal. 
There is nearly always a sufficiency of 


food in India to feed all tl | 
Re ge ne lina ae ig = the | Upon them by drought than they were 


within its limits, and owing to the 
development of the railway system the 
British Government are able, no matter 
what part of the country may be 
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affected, to pour in sufficient food to 
maintain the people of the district. 
But 80 per cent. of the people of India 
are agriculturists; they depend upon 
agriculture ; and when drought sets in 
over any large portion of India for any 
lengthened period all employment ceases, 
all wage-earning power goes, industry 
is paralysed, and the whole community 
is affected; the means of transport 
cease, the cattle die, vegetation dis- 
appears, and for one person who dies 
from want of food, many, many more 
die from bad water. In this country, 
with all our variety of employment, if, 
in a winter, frost is prevalent con- 
tinuously for a month, six weeks, or 
two months, agricultural work fails and 
great depression is caused, although we 
have an elaborate system of poor relief. 
But think what it is in India, when 
| all employment ceases, when no one is 
‘able to obtain employment or earn a 
| livelihood. If, during the past year, a 
| larger number of persons have been in 
receipt of famine relief in distressed 
districts, this is not due to deterioration 
|in their physical condition; but it is 
|due to the unparalleled duration and 
intensity of the last two droughts with 
which we have had to deal. And the 
evidence that we have, both in the 
|Report of Sir Antony MacDonnell and 
in previous Reports, shows that the 
people have sustained and faced the 
recent disaster with less loss of life, more 
courageously, and more effectively, than 
they did any previous visitation of less 
severity for many years back. In the 
last great famine before the two which 
'the hon. Gentleman referred to, which 
‘occurred in India in the year 1876-77, 
|the mortality was far greater than in 
‘either of the later disasters. And 
the Reports show that the people who 
were on relief were of a higher social 
|standing than those who sought relief 
during the recent famine, and that far 
; more land then went out of cultivation 
| thanhas recently been the case. Therefore, 
I think I may fairly contend that, so far as 
' famine is concerned, we have conclusive 
| evidence that the people are better able 
to sustain the terrible infliction imposed 











before. 


And when, fin addition to that, 
we take the*tests which are applied to 
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other countries as proof of financial or | they generalise upon their microscopic 
material prosperity and apply them to , experience ina limited area, and attempt 
India, we find that, notwithstanding | to apply that to the whole of the great 
these terrible local visitations, every | continent. 

branch of the Revenue, except land; The hon. Gentleman spoke at great 
revenue, is improving, that the powers of length upon the indebtedness of the 
consumption and the powers of produc- agriculturists, and he gave the House 


tion outside the distressed areas are 
steadily increasing, that all branches of | 


iclearly to understand that that in- 
debtedness is due to rack-rent. 


indirect taxation are also improving, and | 


that the exportsandimports—particularly 


| Mr. CAINE: Partly. 


those which relate to the masses—are in- | 


creasing in volume. 


whole, notwithstanding the deplorable | 
effect of recent droughts, the community | 
of India is prosperous and her economic | 
condition is slightly improving and not 
deteriorating ? 

It always seems to me that there | 
is no country about which it is more | 
dangerous to indulge in generalities | 
than India. The history of India is 


unique; no country has a history like it. | 


So far as her history goes back, it has | 
been a record of one succession of invaders | 
pouring down from the mountains and | 


settling in the plains below, and there is | ) 
|@ security that was of little value. It 


They | is to the fact that we have given this 


not one solitary instance of those settlers 
ever returning to the mountains. 
have gone on pushing the people they 
have found on the plains lower and lower 
down the peninsula. 
pass that there is a mosaic of races, and 


of creeds, and of religions, and a variety | 
of customs in immediate contiguity one | 
to another which cannot be found in any | 


other part of the world. And this being 
the case, it is most unwise for anybody to 
generalise from the individual experience 
which we obtain from any one particular | 
locality and to try to apply that experience | 
to the rest of that great continent. India | 
is not inhabited by one race and one 
nationality, but by many races and many | 
nationalities. And the ordinary life of | 
the agriculturist in India is so dull and | 
monotonous that little interest is taken | 
in their lot in ordinary times. It is| 
only when they are suffering some great | 
affliction, some terrible natural visitation | 


Is not that clear | 
and indisputable evidence that on the | 


And so it came to | ; 
| effected in the law, given themoney-lender 


*LorD G. HAMILTON: The hon.Gentle- 
man did not quote fairly, because he 
must have known that Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, in his Report, lays down 
exactly the reverse. I do not wish to 
_ weary the House at this late hour with 
| too many extracts from persons of un- 
| questioned authority, but the unpleasant 
feature concerning the indebtedness of 
the agriculturist in India is that it does 
not arise from over-assessment or too 
heavy land revenue; it results from 
light land revenue. If we had so taxed 
the agriculturist that he could not geta 
| livelihood out of his holding, the money- 
lender would not advance large sums on 


asset of great value to the great agri- 
culturists, and to the fact we have also, 
by the alterations which we have 


facilities that he never had before, and 
security which he never had before, that 
we must attribute this great increase in 
indebtedness. I have on more than 
one occasion in this House ventured to 
express my opinion that, as regards the 
future of India, the most serious diffi- 
culties that this country can have to 
encounter are not inherited with the 
system of native government which 
we took over or inherent in that system, 
but they are of our own creation. 


Mr. CAINE: Hear, hear! 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I quite agree 


with the hon. Member, that we were 


such as the recent droughts, that in| in too great haste to try to apply 


this country and elsewhere people's in- | Western ideas to India. 


terest is excited, and then all their) 
attention is concentrated on the par- | 
ticular afflicted spot. Those who are | 


But when the 
hon. Member made his speech, he 
repudiated those ideas. It seemed to 
me to be a speech which, in Indian 





interested go to the most distressed | history, will almost rank with the 
portions of the affected districts, and | | speech recently made at Chesterfield ; 
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it is cleaning the slate. He has wiped 


{COMMONS} 


| 


Commission. 304 


restrietion of valuable rights in land—that 


out all those doctrines and all those | the cultivators sank deeper into debt, and that 


little principles which, when he first 
came into Parliament, were inseparably 
associated with the political Party to 
which he belongs. I have always 
thought it was a great misfortune 





(Stirling Burghs): Does the noble Lord 
imply that any speech has been made 
at Chesterfield or elsewhere, professing 
to dispense with all the doctrines of the 
Party to which the speaker belongs ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The right 
hon. Gentleman is no more an authority 
on the speech made at Chesterfield than 
Iam. Neither of us was present, and 
we both read it. As I read it, it was 
a repudiation certainly of most that the 
speaker had previously professed, and 
an intimation that he could carry on 
our policy better than we can ourselves. 
I could quote phrase after phrase in 
that speech, which is conclusive evidence 
in favour of the contention I have just 
put forward. The hon. Gentleman be- 
longed, I think, to the strict school of 
political economy when he first entered 
this House. He has, I think, very pro- 
perly given expression to the unwisdom 
of trying to govern India, and above 
all, to regulate her land system, by a 
strict application of the rigid principles 
of political economy. What Sir Antony 
MacDonnell points out (and this is also 
what the hon. Gentleman points out) is 
that the authors of the land revenue 
system in Bombay considered that the 
best way to 

“ Excite the cultivator to independence and 
to create agricultural capital” was “to exempt 
him as much as possible from the pupilage and 
surveillance of Government ofticers.”’ 

There was, it was said— 


“An obvious advantage to get land out of 
the hands of cultivators unable to pay their 
way and to transfer it to cultivators with 
more capital. As the customs and 
native revenue systems of India are adverse to 
land transfers, it is therefore all the more 
necessary to adopt measures for giving them 
effect. Accordingly,’ said Sir Antony, it 
was decided that there should be no inter- 
ferance by Government officers with the 
people, and that no inquiries should be made 
regarding the financial condition of the 
cultivators. Thus things were left to take 
their own course, and the result was—as 
invariably happens when an ignorant and 
improvident peasantry can dispose without 
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| 
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| property. 
| it Si 7] 1€ 
sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | authority of Sir Antony MacDonnell to 


their property began to pass out of their 
hands.” 

What was the origin of the indebted- 
ness? It was the low assessment of what 
Sir Antony points out was a very valuable 
But it is not only the 


which I can refer the House. No man 
has given expression more strongly 
to this idea of the imprudence of the 
cultivator before he knows how to make 


_use of the value of land paying so 


‘of low assessment, and the 


low an assessment, than Mr. Thorlurn. 
Mr. Thorburn delivered a very remark- 
able lecture on this very question a short 
time ago to the Fabian Society; and he 
pointed out, as one of the causes of 
these people being reduced to the 
necessity of alienating their lands, the 


encouragement we had given to the 
money-lender by a low assessment. 
I am not finding fault with the 


money-lenders, for they are as essential 
to the cultivators as their spades or 
the ploughs. But an advantage was 
given tothe money-lenders by the system 
increased 
facilities which under process of law, 
they have obtained for recovering the 
money they advance. Mr. Thorburn 
compares two communities, one in 
native and the other in British territory, 
where the conditions are the same, 
except that the land assessment in the 
native territory is double the assessment 
in the British territory ; and he remarks 
that the cultivators in the latter case are 
indebted, partially expropriated, and 


utterly miserable in the grip of the 


money-lenders and of our “ system,” 
while their brethern in the other village, 
although poor, were unindebted, the sole 
right-holders in their villages, and each of 
their villages is still a vigorous self-govern- 
ing community. He adds that he does 
not give these instances as a plea for 
high assessment, but as a proof that, 
until our system is thoroughly reformed, 
the lighter the rating of land the 
easier was the road to ruin. There ‘s 4 
gentleman who took a very active part 
in the management of the famine in 
Northern Bombay—a man of _ large 
experience and great humanity—Mr. 
Lely—and he made a remarkable speech 
in the Council of the Governor of 
Bombay. He took the trouble to go to 
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village after village and ascertain the 
exact. amount of indebtedness of a 


certain number of the cultivators .with 
the view of ascertaining if it was in any 
way due to assessment ; and he shows in 
the most “conclusive way that it not 
only had nothing to do with the Govern- 
ment assessment, but that none of the 
indebted ever pretended that it had. 
The first case was that of 65 families 
holding 152 acres assessed at 816 rupees. 
They had run up debt amonnting to 
over 24,000 rupees, at the rate of 161 
rupees of debt per acre. They had in- 
curred these debts for dinner parties on 
the death of various members of their 
families, for dowries and other marriage 
expenses. It was found that 33 per cent. 
of the land in one district had passed into 
the hands of money-lenders. Mr. Lely’s 
subordinate paid a visit to a village where 
the people were known to be heavily in 
debt. He got them all together tothenum- 
ber of 46. All were in debt. Of these 36 
had borrowed for marriages and 32 for 
funeral feasts, 11 for cultivation pur- 
poses, six for building new houses, and 
two who owned no land previously had 
borrowed in order to buy. In no 
instance was Government assessment 
even mentioned as a cause of the debt. 
The rack-rental of which the hon. 
Member spoke —— 


Mr. CAINE: When I spoke of rack- 
rent | bracketed with it the money- 
lender. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The hon. 
Gentleman talked of rack-rent, and that 
the poverty of the people was due to 
their inability to pay the assessment. 


Mr. CAINE: I know I did, with good 
reason; but when I spoke of rack-rent 
I bracketed it with the money-lender. 
Indebtedness 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: 


to a money-lender or a mortgage on 


land is not rack-rent. 


Mr. CAINE: I bracketed the two 
together. 


*Lorpv G. HAMILTON: Whether the 


hon. Gentleman intended it or not, the | 


obvious inference from his speech was 


uarY 1902} Commission. 306 
revenue being too high that these people 
were in debt. 


Mr. CAINE: It is perfectly certain 
that I bracketed the two together most 
carefully. I spent a quarter of an hour 
of my speech referring to the money- 
lender. I said that, in five years during 
famine, the rent was one and a half 
million rupees a year more than when 
there was no famine. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: Thenthe hon. 
Gentleman does not allege that the 
indebtedness is due to the Government 


assessment being too high. The in- 
debtedness of the cultivator I have 


shown not to be at all due to the land 
revenue being too high. I always speak 
with great reserve in regard to this land 
assessment. It is very difficult for any- 
body like myself to be able to express 
a strong opinion as to whether or not 
the gross produce taken is too little or 
too much; but this much is absolutely 
certain—that there is no connection 
whatever between the indebtedness of 
the people and the amount of the land 
revenue; for in those cases in which 
the land revenue is the lowest the people 
are more in debt. But I admit that 
there is one defect in our system which 
can be remedied. In certain parts of 
the country the Government insists on 
being rigidly paid at certain periods, 
and, although this system is mathemati- 
cally easier to the occupiers, it does, per- 
haps, help to getting them into trouble. 
A discussion once took place between 
a native and a land revenue officer, and 
the officer pointed out that the system 
of insisting on regular payments was 
mathematically correct and better for the 
occupier. But the native replied that he 
once had a brother who had to cross a 
broad river, and he found mathematically 
that on the average it was only 3ft. deep ; 
but, unfortunately, he was drowned in the 
first hole of 7ft. into which he fell. Now, 
Sir, I think there is wisdom in that reply, 
and the Government propose to intro- 
duce greater elasticity into the system of 
| the payment of land revenue where it is 
‘required. Now, Sir, I pass on to that 
‘part of the hon. Gentleman’s speech in 
| which he dealt with the poverty of India. 


Mr. DILLON: Are you going to do 


anything with regard to the power to 
th - . , J 5 5 
lat it was in consequence of the land | borrow ? 
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“Lorp G. HAMILTON: I was going 
to group together all the remedies we pro- 
pose to introduce. Recently a law has been 
passed with reference to the Punjab, 
whereby the power of alienation has been 
greatly restricted, and a power has been 
given to the Courts in certain cases to 
review and look into contracts under 
certain conditions. A Bill of almost the 
some character was passed for the Bombay 
Presidency recently, and it is proposed to 
introduce legislation of a similar character 
in certain other parts of India. Now 
come to the difficulty of proposing or 
carrying through legislation of this 
character. We have created in India 
under our system a great interest in the 
money-lenders. We have educated and 
turned out a number of University men 
every year with no means of livelihood 
unless they become lawyers or newspaper 
writers, or attach themselves to the 
money-lending crowd ; and although these 
gentlemen and the papers they represent 
are always attacking the Government as 
regards the poverty of India, . the 
moment we attempt to curtail the 


Indian Famine 


powers of the money-lenders they turn | 
round and do their very best to pre: | 


vent such legislations passing into law. 
And I think that the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Camborne will find that 
many of those with whom he associates 
are not in agreement with him. 


Mr. CAINE: That makes no differ- 


ence whatever to me. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON : f quite admit. 
Now, Sir, I turn to the cause of poverty 
in India. The hon. Gentleman esti- 
mated in English pence the average 
income which the peasant or labourer 
in India enjoys. I donot myself attach 
very much importance to these hypo- 
thetical calculations of what is the 
average income of any body in a great 
country like India, as they are largely 
based on supposition. I declined to pro- 
duce certain documents for which the 


hon. Gentleman asked, because they | 


are old history, and I doubt whether 
they would do much to elucidate some 
of the problems which the hon. Gentle- 
man attempted to touch; but these 
figures do show, and show very clearly 
that, although the movement has been 
slow, it has of recent years been upwards, 


and on the whole, the average income 


{COMMONS} 
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|in India has increased, but very slightly, 
| The hon. Gentleman asked what can a 
| man do on an average income of l4d.a 
|day ? Thehon. Member must remember 
that food in India is extraordinarily 
|cheap. It has never paid any outside 
| comntary, even during the worst famine 
_and even when prices were highest, to 
|import food into India, and during the 
| recent famine relief in the Central Pro- 
| vinces a man doing a good day’s work 
|could be kept in good condition on a 
| penny a day when the price of food was 
|above its normal rate. I was looking 
| through some Papers the other day, 
| which were prepared in Lord Dufferin’s 
| time, and I came across a statement, 
‘which I believe to be absolutely true, as 
to what a man can do on an income of 
'six rupees a month. That is 96 pence, 
and it gives a mana little more than 3d. 
aday. Any one in receipt of this 3d. 
a day and being the head of a family con- 
‘sisting of not more than four, could 
give his family every day three meals 
of rice or millet, and fish, if near 
the coast, and butcher’s meat once or 
twice a week; but there would be no 
milk or butter or cheese for the children. 
If you wish to draw any conclusion from 
the average income of the inhabitants of 
India, you must look a little into the 
vital statistics of the country. In India 
the birth-rate and the death-rate are 
higher than in Europe. Life is shorter. 
The result is that infants form a far 
larger proportion of the population than 
they doin Europe. In this country one- 
seventh of the population is taken to be 
of school age, but in India one-seventh 
of the population are under the age of 
five, and two-fifths are under the age of 
14, so that only three out of every five 
are adults. That must be taken into 
consideration in calculating the average 
income of the whole population, because 
it is obvious that the amount of food 
that an infant requires is very much 
less than what is necessary for an adult 
doing hard work. But Sir William 
Hunter, distinguished writer though 
he was, fell into the error—in mak- 
ing his statement about so many 
millions of people being always m1 
want of sufficient food—of basing his 
calculation upon the assumption that 
every one in India was an adult and 
required the food necessary for an adult. 
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Mr. CAINE: I did not fall into that 
mistake. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: No, but you 
quoted him. 


Mr. CAINE: Yes, I quoted him, but 
not on that point. I quoted him on 
another point altogether. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have now 
dealt with the two main propositions of 
the hon. Gentleman—the poverty of 
the people and the indebtedness of the 
agriculturists. J have shown that to 
say that we can by the drastic proposals 


which he suggested, or can by any) 


human effort, make rain fall in India, 
is absurd. 


Mr. CAINE: I never said that. 


*Lorpd G. HAMILTON: The hon. 
Gentleman said that we have got to get 
tid of drought. 


Mr. CAINE: I spoke of preventing 
drought by irrigation, and not by rain- 
conjuring. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: You cannot get 
tid of drought by irrigation. That is 
an exploded fallacy. How can you have 
irigation-works in a locality the water 
supply of which depends upon the 
local rainfall? If the local rainfall fails, 
your irrigation work fails. Yet that 
elementary proposition, which is 
common-sense, never will be faced by 
those who talk of irrigation as‘a remedy 
for drought. 


_ Mr. CAINE: I did not suggest the. 
imigation of lands above the level of, 
tivers, but irrigation by the storage of 
tain, If the noble Lord had ever been 
in India he would have seen the old 
and now disused tanks which had been | 
wed for storage purposes hundreds of 
years ago. 
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fall. But wherever you have rivers 
depending on local rainfall, irrigation is 
no remedy against drought. Tank irri- 
gation and well irrigation may provide 
against a drought of a few weeks or 
months, but it is no avail against a visita- 
tion from which India is now suffering. 
We have appointed a Commission of the 
highest reputation, which is investigating 
the question of irrigation, and it will, I 
hope, before long, make its Report. But 
I think it is absolutely certain it will 
never put forward the preposterous idea 
that a great part of India can be made 
secure against drought by irrigation. 

I have detained the House longer than 
I intended on these points. But, although 
I cannot in any way fall in with the sug- 
gestions of the hon. Member, we have a 
programme of improvements and altera- 
tions and arrangements which, if less am- 


Commission. 


_ bitious, will, hope, prove quite as useful as 


the suggestions advanced by the hon. 
Member. Mr. Dutt, a gentleman well 
known in India, some time back addressed. 
anumber of letters to me and Lord Curzon 
on the subject of land assessment. His 
proposals have beencarefullyinvestigated ; 
and the Government of India have issued 
in reply a resolution which I am sorry I did 
not receive in time to lay upon the Table of 
the House, but which will very shortly be 
published. That resolution effectually 


disposes of a great many of Mr. Dutt’s 


allegations, but it also makes certain 
reecommendations which I hope will be 
of great utility to agriculturists in the 
future. The resolution points out that a 
permanent settlement, which has been 
proposed as a remedy against famine, 
is no protection against the incidence 
It shows 


‘In areas where the State receives its land 
revenue from landlords, progressive modera- 
tion is the keynote of the policy of govern- 
ment, and that the standard of 50 per cent. 


| of the assets is one which is almost uniformly 


observed in practice, and is more often de- 
parted from on the side of deficiency than of 
excess.” 


It also points out that— 
‘“‘In areas where the State takes the land 


| revenue from the cultivators, the a to 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON : No doubt there | 
are certain places where irrigation is an | 
elective remedy against the absence of | 
tain That is wherever you have rivers | 
whose sources are beyond the local rain- 








fix the assessment at one-fifth of the gross 
produce would result in the imposition of a 
greatly increased burden upon the people.” 


It demonstrates— 


“That over-assessment is not, as alleged, a 
general or wide-spread source of poverty and 
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indebtedness in India, and that it cannot fairly 
he regarded as a contributory cause of famine.’> 


It procedes that— 


‘* For the future the Government of India 
will be prepared, where the necessity is estab- 
lished, to make further advance in respect of 
(1) the progressive and graduated imposition 
of large enhancements ; (2) greater elasticity 
in the revenue collection, facilitating its ad- 
justment to the variations of the seasons and 
the circumstances of the people; and (3) a 
more general resort to reduction of assessments 
in cases of local deterioration, where such 
reduction cannot be claimed under the terms 
of settlement.” 


We have, in addition, a number of 
reforms in various stages of progress. 
We have an inquiry into railroads, by 
which we hope to get better returns 
than hitherto; I have already referred 
to the Irrigation Commission; and 
we have also a Commission on Education 
which, we trust, will result in more 
intelligence and wisdom to those who 
o-cupy land. We have also proposals 
in hand for trying the experiment of 
agricultural banks; and we have legis- 
lation in preparation which will extend 
onr legislation regards restriction 
upon the alienation of property. In addi- 
tion to these reforms, which may appear 
humble and small alongside the proposals 
of the hon. Gentleman, we have realised 
a larger surplus this year, and we hope 
for a very large surplus next year. We 
have balanced the advantages of remit- 
ting taxation with the advantages of 
making large advances of loans in dis- 
tressed districts. I will not anticipate 
what the statement of the Finance Minis- 
ter may be. beyond saying this—that 
the distressed districts will have a 
prior claim upon the surplus. If one 
reviews the financial and material con- 
ditions of India, much as we must de- 
plore the misery and the loss inflicted 
by drought and famine during the last 
few years, one cannot deny that Indian 
finance has exhibited a stability and a 
recuperative power that nobody before- 
hand could have believed it possessed. 
We have fought this famine with ten 
millions sterling from revenue, and yet 
we have realised surpluses amounting 
to many millions; and it is impossible 
to doubt, considering the calamitous 
effect produced both on agriculture and 
industry in the parts affected, that else- 
where India has made progress. I 
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as 
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believe the wise policy which we have 
adopted for many years past of annually 
spending large sums of money on repro- 
ductive works, and the wise policy—the 
wisdom of which may be quite as much 
attributed to the Bench opposite as to 
this—of establishing a stable system of 
currency for India, have borne good 
fruit, and that we are slowly improving 
our position. I think itis no small feat 
for a Government such as that of India 
to have been able successfully to weather 
two such agricultural and _ financial 
storms as have recently fallen upon us. 
That India has been able, unaided, with- 
out loss of credit, and without increased 
taxation, to bear the full financial brunt 
of these disasters, and at the same time 
to emerge from the ordeal with a large 
realised surplus, is an _ indisputable 
proof that the mass of the people have 
benefited from British rule. At the 
same time we must never forget that 
India is a very poor country, and that 
there is within it a large proportion of 
the population whose standard of com. 
fort and livelihood is below the level of 
the must backward of European nations; 
and this fact should always be present 
to us when we discuss Indian finance, 
and especially when we have to consider 
the arrangements which have to b 
made between the Imperial and the 
Indian Exchequers. Looking back, | 
think, therefore, we have every reason 
to be thankful. We have in_ hand 
a number of reforms which IJ trust will 
relieve the intensity of the distress caused 
by famine. We have tested and gauged 
every part of our system of administre- 
tion. We have had the strongest and the 
weakest parts of our system of relief tried, 
and the very severity of the ordeal has 
caused to be initiated and expedited a 
number of reforms and benefits of a far- 
reaching character. Those reforms and 
those benefits will be under the control 
and direction of a Viceroy of boundles 
energy, knowledge, and tact, and great 
as have been the sufferings inflicted on 
India during the past two or three years 
by natural causes, I am sanguine enough 
to hope and believe that the memory d 
those disasters in the mind of India wil 
be associated rather with the _ benefits 
which these disasters have expedited 
‘than with the sufferings which the 











people have endured. 
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(11.5.) Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS 
(Denbighshire, W.): As I am fully aware 
that several hon. Members desire to speak 
to-night, I will be very brief. We shall 
all be glad to hear the views of the hon. 
Member for Exeter, who always speaks 
with authority on India and on every 
other question he touches. The noble 
Lord delivered, as he always does, a very 
interesting speech, but I cannot regard 
it, as in any sense a reply to the 
arguments and facts submitted to the 
House by hon. friend. The noble Lord 
began his speech by saying, as he had 
suid a good many times before, that 
India is the lightest taxed country in 
Asia ; but the question of the lightness of 
taxation depends entirely on the capacity 
of the taxpayers to bear it. When we 
remember the very small income, which 
it is admitted on all hands the great 
mass of the people of India have, the 
taxation cannot be regarded as light ; 
and in my judgment, at all events, it 
is very heavy indeed. ‘The noble Lord 
then referred to a comparison between 
the state of London and that of India— 
between ‘what is generally known as 
“the submerged tenth”’ in this country, 
and the people of India. If there is a 


‘submerged tenth in this rich country, 


he seems to think that it is not very 
strange that there should also be a 
submerged portion of the population of 
India; but there is all the difference 
inthe world between a submerged tenth 
and a submerged eighty per cent. as 
in India; and therefore London and 
India stand in totally different positions. 

It is somewhat remarkable that we are 
tonight—a Government night very early 
in the session—debating an Indian 
question. That I think clearly proves 
that there is a general concensus opinion, 
not only on this side of the House, but 
on the part of the Executive Government 
of the day, that the question raised by my 
hon. friend is of great and serious im- 
portance. It is important in two ways. 
It is of vital importance to the great 
mass of the people of India, and I 
consider it also of real importance to 
this country and to the Empire at large. 
The noble Lord admitted that India, 
taken as a whole, was a very poor 
countrys I suppose that the fact that 
he did not in any way refer to the 
estimate of the average income of the 
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population of India, given by Lord 
Curzon last March, means that he agrees 
with that estimate and that no change 
has come over his opinion regarding it. 
To my mind, the question of the average 
income in a great country like India 
is a very difficult question to get at. 
I agree with the noble Lord that it is, 
perhaps, not very wise to lay down dicta 
in regard to these matters, unless we 
have very full and accurate informa- 
tion on the subject; and the first 
point that I should like to press on 
the Government is that they should, 
through the means which they have at 
their hands, get at what can be reason- 
ably regarded as accurate information 
on these points. What we want is 
truth, and for my own part I cannot 
see why we, as Members of this Housé, 
should not be put in possession of the 
methods by which the officials of the 
Indian Government arrive at the 
various estimates they make. A Per- 


Commission 


‘ . -| 
manent Under Secretary for India, 
about 25 years ago, if I remember 


aright, pointed out in a despatch or 
memorandum that one of the greatest 
difficulties in approaching Indian 
problems was the lack of accurate 
information ; and, Sir, I hope that one 
of the results of this debate may be to 
create a greater and more ready dis- 
position on the part of the Government 
of India to supply this House and the 
country with the needful facts in regard 
to the serious position of the great mass 
of the agricultural population in India. 

This question is an important one to 
India. 1 do not think the noble Lord 
has succeeded in disproving the main 
statement of my hon. friend, namely 
that things are not getting better but 
rather worse, for the great mass of the 
population of India in regard to their 
resources and material condition, I 
should like, if I may, to endorse what 
was said when the Indian Budget was 
being discussed last August by the hon. 
Member for Exeter, as to great im- 
portance of stimulating Indian industries. 
It is quite plain that so far as the 
resources of the land are concerned 


in India, we have about reached the 


limit—the full limit—of possible pro- 
duction, and if we are to increase the 


wealth of India substantially it must be 
| by doing all in our power to deyelop 
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continually the natural resources of the 
country. Ihave not time to-night to go 
through item after item; if I had I 


think I could show the House that | 
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and I believe that the only way in which 
they can be made better is by taking 
steps which will gradually—the thing 
cannot be done at once—improve the 


during the time of our rule in India, | material condition of the agricultural 
the policy of the Government, well | population of that great continent. 

intentioned no doubt, has been such as | 
to practically paralyse the internal | 
industries of the country. But it is, 





absurd for any hon. Member to get up. 
in his place in the House of Commons 


and state that it is not possible to very | 


greatly increase the wealth of India 
through its industries, trade, and com- 
merce. This question is important not 
only from an Indian standpoint but 
from our own standpoint. We are 
proud of India. We have given to 
India, as the noble Lord has said, our 
best during the last century ; the life 
of India and our life are inter-blended 
in the closest possible way; and any- 
thing that is of interest to India must 
be of real importance to the House of 
Commons and this country. I am glad 
that we have to-night this opportunity 
of discussing this serious phase of 
Indian life, and my concluding words 
will be that, in looking forward to the 
future, our rule in India must rest 
upon the contentment and confidence 
of the great mass of a populat on. 
The Government of India is well-inten- 
tioned. Ido not grudgea single penny 
that is spent on it. The only point 
with me is whether the money is spent 
in the best possible way for the develop- 
ment and improvement of the interests 
of that great continent. 
forward to the future, is it not plain, 
from the standpoint of international 


policy, that there will be a growing | 


importance in the position in the East 
of the various great Powers of Western 
Europe t Somebody has said that the 
pivot around which the history of the 
new century will turn will be the 
East, and not the West. Perhaps that 
is true; I think to a large extent it 
is. If it is true, is it not of the 
utmost importance that we should’in 
every way possible strengthen the bonds 
between this country and India, and 
make it plain to the world that we 
will see see India through her various 
great difficulties? Iam not a pessi- 
mist. Things are bad in India in many 
respects; but they can be made better, 


Mr. Herbert Roberts. 


In looking | 


* 11.18.) Sm EDGAR VINCENT 
|(Exeter): I agree cordially with the 
last speaker in what he has said with 
regard to the foundation of British rule 
in India—that it must repose on the 
contentment of the Indian people. [ 
also sympathise with his position in 
urging the Government to increase 
the facilities for industrial development, 
and to open, to the fullest extent, the 
avenues for capital. The House will, 
I am sure, be unanimous in congratu- 
lating the hon. Member for the 
Camborne Division on having brought 
forward this subject. Whether we agree 
in his conclusions or not, whether the 
result of the debate be in consonance 
with his desires or the contrary, I am 
convinced that he has rendered a 
public service in ventilating the ideas 
which he has brought before us. The 
question of the increasing impoverish- 
ment of India must be faced. If the 
conclusions which the hon. Member has 
arrived at be correct, it is clear there is 
something radically wrong with our 
system of government. If they are in- 
correct, it is the duty of those who 
have some acquaintance with the sub- 
ject to put forward their views and 
correct his miscalculations. In the hon. 
Member’s speech there was a con- 
siderable amount of quotation of figures 
and tables, but almost all the figures 
he brought forward were not positive, 
not figures of fact, but estimates or 
conjectures. He gave various tables, 
drawn up by different administrators 
‘of India at various periods, professing 
to state the average income of the ryot 
per day. I agree with the Secretary of 
State in attaching very little importance 
'tothese hypothetical statements, by 
'whomsoever they may be prepared. 


| *{Mr. CAINE: They are on the 
authority of the Viceroy. I know of 
no higher authority. 
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*Sir EDGAR VINCENT: Whether 
they are approved by the Viceroy or by 
Major Baring (now Lord Cromer), these 
estimates are pure conjecture. I con- 
fess I view with regret the absence from 
the hon. Member’s speech of positive 
figures relating to the trade and develop- 
ment of India. The hon. Member has 
put forward, with moderate feeling, the 
views of a large class of writers on Indian 
matters, whose main propositions are that 
the condition of the agricultural popula- 
tion of India is bad and steadily becoming 
worse, and who support those statements 
by reference to estimates made at various 
periods. They bring forward, first of all, 
the estimate of 1850, giving the average 
daily income of the Indian agriculturist 
at 2d. They then refer to an estimate of 
Sir David Barbour and Lord Cromer, 
made in 1882, which gives the daily income 
at 14d. ; and they complete the series by 
an estimate which they frame themselves, 
giving the income at #d. The estimate 
of 1850 is, so far as I am aware, not based 
on any positive figure, and has not been 
brought forward by any authority of 
weight or consideration. When we come, 
however, to the estimate of 1882, it isa 
more serious matter, and I shall say 
more later respecting the value to be 
attached to it. But I would say this at 
once, that the use to which it has been 
put appears to me to be altogether unfair. 
Those who had used it have stated in 
various places and frequently that this 
estimate is fallacious and exaggerated. 
But they have then proceeded to prove the 
increasing poverty of India because their 
present estimate of the annual income 
does not come up to the estimate of 18%2 
—which they declare to be fallacious. 


Upon what is the present estimate based 4 
Mr. Digby, in his very voluminous work 
on the subject, states that the reports from 
the various provinces go to show that the 
average income does not now exceed 22s. 
per annum. The hon. Member gave us a 
slightly different estimate, which he quoted 
from the Viceroy, of 26s. 8d. But from 
both those estimates an amount has to be 
deducted on account of the richer portion 


of the population, so that the total average | 


income which is arrived at comes down to 
between 13s. and 14s. perannum. Mr. 
Digby admits that this amount is not 
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whatever for the purchase of clothing and 
other necessaries. But this physical diffi- 
culty, this seeming impossibility, does not 
dismay him. He explains it in the follow- 
ing manner: That the entire population, 
which numbers 230,000,000, is fed for four 
months in the year, and clothed entirely 
throughout the year, by the beneficence 
of the money-lenders. I say ‘‘ beneficence ” 
advisedly, because Mr. Digby does not 
hesitate to say that these facts and figures 
refer not to one particular period, not to 
one district which is affected by famine, 
but that they apply everywhere and in 
all times. I believe the House will con- 
sider that a more probable explanation of 
the difficulty is that the data on which the 
estimate is formed are totally fallacious, 
that it is not supported by any single 
certain figure, and that throughout the 
whole calculation the only positive ele- 
ment is the unwavering malignance with 
which Mr. Digby distorts evidence to 
the discredit of his countrymen. [“ Oh.”] 
I may perhaps be pardoned if I do not 
go at length into the methods by which 
Mr. Digby arrives at his figures, which 
arein large part supported by the hon. 
Member for the Camborne Division. 
What he says is worth some considera- 
tion, however, because it shows how 
totally erroneous the basis of the whole 
estimate is. I quote from his work. 
He says— 


“T have multiplied the land revenue the 
necessary number of times in order to arrive 
at the money valu of the produce of the soil. 
Proceeding on the assumption that the Govern- 
ment revenue is intended to bear a definite 
ratio to the produce of the soil.’’ 


This is a very extraordinary system to 
work on. The very modpration of the 
land tax becomes a factor in the im- 
poverishment of the people. The less 
the tax, the greater the poverty of the 
taxed. This basis excludes the  well- 
known fact that before the produce of 
the soil is estimated for revenue purposes a 
large deduction amounting in many cases 
to 25 per cent., and in some cases to more, 
is made by the revenue officers to avoid 
any danger of over-taxation. There is 
also the well-known and admitted fact 


that every allowance is) made by the 


revenue officers of the Grovernment for 
sutlicient to afford sustenance, even on the | improvement, the result |of the special 
barest scale, for more than eight months | industry of the agriculturalists, and that 
in the year, and that he allows nothing definite allowances are made for poorly 


L 
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situated districts and for land of inferior 
quality. So that, reviewing the whole 
of the argument on this portion of the 
estimate, I would say that the Govern- 
ment deliberately under-estimates the 
produce of the soil, and it is on this 
under - estimated valuation that the 
larger part of the contention of Mr. 
Digby is based, and that he arrives at 
the figure of fd. per day as the 
average income of the agriculturist. 


I now come to another portion of the 
question, viz., whether the impoverish- 
ment of the Indian population, its 
indebtedness, is or is not due to the 
system of land tax which is in force. 
The hon. Member for the Camborne 
Division stated that in his judgment by 
far the most important part of the ques- 
tion was the indebtedness to the ryots, and 
he quoted £230,000,000 as the nearest 
estimate he could make of the present 
amount of that indebtedness. That figure 
seemed to strike him with dismay. But, 
although it is the first time it has been 
brought to my notice, it appears to me 
to be a subject, not of dismay but rather 
of comfort, because £230,000,000 does 
not exceed one year’s revenue, even on the 
basis which the hon. Member himself 
selected. I believe I am correct in saying 
that there is hardly any country in Europe 


which, as a State, does not owe Con- | 


siderably more than one year’s revenue ; 
and'I believe that I shall be borne out 
by those hon. Members who have a 
profound knowledge of the agricultural 
districts of this country when I say 
that the larger portion of the agricul- 
tural population in this country, and 
certainly the landlords, owe consider- 
ably more than one year’s revenue on 
an average. 


Mr. CAINE: But they do not live 
on a penny per day. 


*Sir EDGAR VINCENT: We are) 


dealing with a big country, and we 
must comprehend these figures. It 
appears to me that these figures mean 
nothing unless they are taken into 
account and considered with regard to 
the vast extent of our territory in 
India. As to the argument that the 


Sir Edgar Vincent. 
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agricultural population in India require 
relief in time of famine, and the con- 
tention which has been urged that this 
weakness is due to the high assessment 
of the land tax, it appears to me to 
be totally disproved by facts in con- 
nection with the recent famine in the 
central provinces. It is in evidence, in 
the Report of the Famine Commission 
from which the hon. Gentleman has 
quoted briefly, that a very small pro- 
portion of those who sought relief be- 
longed to the ryot or agricultural and 
farming class. Almost the entire num- 
ber of workers in the relief camps 
consisted of the labouring class who 
are not directly affected by the amount 
of the land assessment, and it is 
further stated in that report that in 
no district, even of those most severely 
affected, does the number of ryots 
seeking relief exceed more than 10 per 
cent. of their total number within the 
district. Another circumstance which 
leads me to disconnect the question of 
assessment from the liability to famine, 
is the extreme disproportion between 
the small amount of the land tax and 
the amount of loss which is caused by 
one of these visitations in India. It is 
perfectly fair to argue from the statistics 
that no attenuation of the land tax 
could make a perceptible difference to 
the liability of the population to famine, 
or could affect, except in a very minor 
degree, their sufferings under those con- 


' ditions. 


Respecting the indebtedness of the 
ryots, various proposals have been 
made to remedy this state of affairs. I 
have already given reasons for thinking 
that undue importance has been at- 
tached to this, but I am so far in sym- 
pathy with what has fallen from one 
/or two speakers, that I look forward 
‘with great interest to the experi- 
'ments which are being made in the 
| Punjab with regard to the agricultural 
banks, and also with respect to the ex- 
periments which have already been set 
on foot for restricting the power of 
| alienation among the ryot class. I believe 
that great benefit may be derived from 
| limiting, judiciously and prudently, the 
power of transfer and mortgage to in- 
dividuals either of the same race or 
tribefas' the original proprietor ; or, at 
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any rate, of excluding from those trans- 
fers and mortgages men of the non- 
agricultural class. There can be no 
doubt that the creation of a small land- 
owning class, not capable themselves of 
tilling the land, with no special know- 
ledge of it. is not a desirable thing in 
India. This question of the value of 
land in India is so involved that it is 
almost impossible to do justice to it in 
the short time at my command, but I 
would venture to say that the history 
oi the land revenue in India does con- 
clusively show that the present Govern- 
ment are levying a distinctly smaller 
proportion of revenue from Zemindars 
than any previous Government. 
At the end of the last century 
the established proportion of  ten- 
elevenths of the total net produce of 
India went to the Government, and 
there was only one-eleventh left. That 
proportion has been gradually altered 
during the course of the last century, 
and now the average proportion of the 
produce taken by the Government does 
not in any case exceed 59 per cent. and 
in some districts only 40 per cent. as 
compared with ten-elevenths which was 
taken a century ago. 


me 


There are several figures which 
will bear out this contention, aud 
the most important of them is that 
the selling value of land in almost 
every district in India not recently 
affected by famine is steadily on the 
increase. I have been at some pains to take 
out figures relating to this question, and | 
find that the lowest selling value in any 
district of large area is 20 times the annual 


assessment of the land tax ; this obtains | 


in Bombay and some parts of Madras, 
but in other parts of India, particu- 
larly in Northern India, the ordinary 
selling value of land is between 50 and 
70 times the annual assessment of the 
land tax. That appears to me to be a} 
conclusive argument as to the modera-| 
tion of the claim made by the Govern- | 
ment upon the Zemindars, and similar | 
conclusions may be formed in respect of the | 
ryots. The Secretary of State for India | 
was absolutely correct when he said that | 
diminutions of land revenue in these | 
Eastern countries do not, as a rule, to| 
a very large extent benefit the real | 
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is rather to establish an interme- 
diate class between jthe Government 
and the cultivator, whio do not treat the 
ryot with the same consideration as the 
Government treat him, and who do not 
assist the general syst¢m of land working 
in the country. 


| 





I pass now to the recommendations of 
the Famine Commission, and to that 
Report which the hon, Member for Cam- 


‘borne has made such) frequent extracts 


from. In his recgmmendations the 
hon. Member has 1 ap tome omitted 
most of the advice given by Sir 
Antony MacDonnell} The main sub- 
ject of that advice; was, in the first 
place, that practical) education should 
be given to the ryots to teach them to 
husband their resources, and to provide 
in good years something to set against 
bad years. Thesecond important recom- 
mendation of the Famine Commission 
is one to which I hope the Secretary of 
State for-India will) direct very special 
attention, and it is that in the adminis- 
tration of the land revenue in India 
there should be greater elasticity, and 
more readiness to moet the requirements 
of the situation in| years of want and 
famine. This brings me to a recommen- 
dation which I had/the honour to sub- 
mit to the House on a previous occasion 
and which appear$ to me to lie very 
deeply at the root gf many of the diffi- 
culties which now beset the Indian 
Government. I believe that in the past 
—in some cases—the action of the 
tovernment in regard to land revenue 
1a8 not been satisfactory, and I attribute 
this reluctance t) suspend or remit 
taxation on the part of the 
Government to on inherent cause, and 
that is the financial condition of the 
Government itself] They are not alto- 
gether exempt from the financial weak- 
nesses which characterises the system. 
Like many other people the Government 
are too much inclined in years of pros- 
perity to spend a tothe hilt and divide 


1 


© 


rf 
A 
has 


‘all their profit | between increase of 


expenditure and diminution of revenue. 
I believe their action would have been 
very different in regard to land re- 
venue, if they had been in a state 
of assured financial ease, It would 
then have been in their power to act 


agricultural class. The effect of them | without the fear, that by so doing they 
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would endanger the balance between 
revenue andexpenditure. I believe that 
a new departure in Indian financial 
administration would conduce most 
powerfully to ease the situation between 
the Government and the cultivator. 


Hon. Members will ask me whether it | 


is in the power of the Indian Govern- 
ment to create a reserve fund of suffi- 
cient volume and sufficient money to 
do this. 
positively in the affirmative, and I say 
that no moment can be more favourable 
than the present one for commencing 
the policy which I advocate. 


We have heard from the Secretary of 
State for India that he anticipates a 
considerable surplus of revenue over 
expenditure, and he has 
with the Government of India, he is 
considering in what proportion they 
will divide that surplus between 
reduction of taxation and _ increase 
of expenditure. I would venture 
to suggest to him a third way 
which I believe is better than either 
of the others which have been sug- 
gested, and it is that the Government 
should maintain their present state of 


taxation until the surpluses have ac-|% ¥ 
| positive figures. 


cumulated into a sufficient and con- 
siderable reserve, and I would urge 
that a portion of this, at least, should 
be kept in gold, and another portion 
of it in non-Indian securities. I cannot 
repeat too often that the position of 
India is altogether different from a 
financial point of view to other European 
Governments. The Indian Government 
have infinitely greater fluctuations of 
revenue than obtain in Europe, and 
they have to meet demands for increased 
expenditure far more considerable than 
fall to the lot of most European 
Ministers. They have not the re- 
sources which Ministers in this country 
have used so freely, of increasing 
rapidly the taxation of the country. 


But further, I believe that every one | 


who has knowledge of Indian adminis- 
tration will agree with me when I say 
that any large or sudden 
of taxation in India is 
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increase | 
impossible. | 
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| which they strike out a new path by 
|creating for India special financial re- 
| sources, capable of meeting the emer- 
| gencies which constantly arise. I hope the 
| House will pardon me if I have spoken 
'of the recent suggestions respecting 
the impoverishment of India with 
some warmth of feeling. There are two 
features in connection with this subject 
which have excited in me the liveliest 
feelings of indignation. ‘The first is the 
attempt from which the hon. Member 
for Camborne dissociated himself—the 
attempt to asperse the high reputation 
‘of the civil servants of the Indian 
| Government—a class of men to whom 
the Empire owes much, and who have 
given an example of probity and justice 
tothe whole world. The second feature 
is the hypocrisy which sets forth tables 
and figures in pseudo-scientific forms 
under the mask of statistical accuracy 
—tables and figures which have no real 
value, and which noexpert can examine 
for an hour without detecting their 
utter worthlessness. But they are so 
framed and so set forth that they may 


affect the judgment of the unwary. 
[An Hon. Member: There are no 
others.] There are the official figures 


of the Indian Government, which are 
The other figures are 
mere conjecture, but they affect the 
judgment of certain people and by 
affecting it they damage the fame and 
the credit of the Governors of India and 
they create in the place of peace and 
order, a dangerous spirit of resentment, 
suspicion and unrest. 


*(11.47.) Dk. SHIPMAN (Northamp- 
ton): I should like to express my 
sympathy with the lucid and graphic 
speech made by the hon. Member for 
Camborne, because I represent a con- 
stituency which had in this House one 
of the greatest authorities on Indian 


| questions—Mr. Bradlaugh. I listened 
very patiently, without any expert 
knowledge, in order that I might 


|receive some information on this great 


subject, and I received a great deal from 
the hon. Member for Camborne. I then 





That being so, I say that the wisdom of | listened very carefully to the speech of 
Indian administrators will be shown in| the noble Lord,and I must say the im- 
the courage with which they depart from | pression made on my mind was that the 
the ordinary financial laws, and with | hon. Member for Camborne had drawn 
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rather a moderate picture of the distress | *(11.52.) Mr. JOSEPH WALTON 
in India. I admit that the noble Lord | (Yorkshire, W. R., Barnsley): I think 
alluded in glowing language to the| the Government is to be congratulated 
material prosperity of India, but that} on giving the House so early in the 
prosperity related to India as a whole. | session an opportunity of considering 
He could not point out that the great | what measures should be adopted to 
majority of the inhabitants of India , avert famine in India, and what can be 
were at all prosperous, and with aj|done to promote the prosperity of the 
candour which we must all admire, he country. I may be allowed to pay my 
admitted everything the hon. Member | tribute to the hon. Member for 
for Camborne said with reference to| Camborne on his most moderate state- 
the wide-spread poverty of the Indian | ment from his point of view of the 
people. You may give reasons why you | position in India, and to the noble 
fail, but there remains this one great Lord for the sympathetic and statesman- 
fact that you have failed in your rulein | like way in which he approached and 
India. [Cries of ‘‘No.”’] Hon. Members considered the subject. The special 
must remember that there is this fact object of tonight’s debate is to consider 
which you cannot deny—the fact of the the recommendations of the Famine 
terrible poverty of millions of the people, Commission for the benefit of the 
of India. Oertain reasons have been agricultural population of India. It 
given why that poverty exists. Iforone iS with pleasure that I note in the 
believe toa great extent with the noble | official Report evidence of the utmost 
Lord who said that we were too hasty in , care which ‘has been taken by those 
trying to govern India according to composing the Commission in consider- 
Western ideas. I assume that he meant ingand dealing with this most important 
British ideas. That has been the subject. There is evidence that they 
curse of more lands than India. It have considered the matter in an im- 
has been the curse of Ireland that | partial manner, and hon. Gentlemen 
we should persist in ruling that) fearlessly stated the conclusions at 
country according to British ideas. which they have arrived. With the 
May I suggest that it is not too late to | majority of these conclusions, which we 
dean your slate. The’noble Lord alluded understand from the resolution moved 
toa certain speech which was delivered by the noble Lord, His Majesty’s 
at Chesterfield. What he said was to Government pre prepared to recommend 
me an example of how a speech like that and carry out, I am in cordial sympathy. 
could be misunderstood unless it was The financial condition of India to-day 
read in the right spirit. The noble Lord 18, as we have heard, exceedingly good. 
read the speech in a Conservative spirit. Notwithstanding the expenditure of 
We should seek the co-operation of the | £10,000,000 in the last three years in 
Indian people. We know tha‘ India is famine relief, there has been a surplus 
a sort of nursery for the intellect of this of many millions on the income over 
country. The noble Lord confessed | the expenditure. 

with a certain amount of sorrow that | 

the best intellect of this country had What I would urge upon His 
gone to India and had signally failed. | Majesty's Government is that the 
lf we find that our intellect is of so, main thing to be grappled with is the 
little use in India, let us try the hearts | getting rid of the money-lender in India. 
0. the people of India themselves. My, What the Government ought to do is 
suggestion is that we should have fewer | to clean the slate of the cultivators of 
British going over to India and bringing | the land in India of the incubus of the 
back a great deal of the material wealth | money-lending class, and to that end the 
ot the country, and that we should | most practica! suggestion in the Famine 











look to the Indians themselves for co- 
operation in the Government. I think 
ltwe did so we should be able in the 
course of time to speak more heartily 
of the blessedness of British rule in 


India. 





Commission’s Report is their reeommenda- 
tion for the establishment of agricultural 
banks, coupled with the creation of co- 
operative mutual credit associations in 
the different villages of India, so that in- 
stead of having to pay enormous rates of 
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interest for the money they require to | respects in dealing with the recent famine 
the lender, the cultivators may be able to in the Bombay Presidency, and that 
obtain money through the agricultural | they were only too ready to adopt the 
banks at reasonable rates of interest, | recommendations of this report or other 

. n . | suggestions which would enable them 
which would alter altogether their Posi-| tbe more successful in meeting the 
tion, and convert a state of privation and difficulty they may be confronted with, 
poverty into a state of comparative pros- | if there should be a renewal of famine 
perity. Not only is it desirable to deal | in the district. 


thus with the agricultural interest in 


India, but there are other ways in which | Tt ‘ing Midnight, the Debate stoal 
the general prosperity of the country can | adjourned. 

be decidedly promoted. First amongst 
these comes the further extension of irri- | 
gation works, and now that we know | 
that there wil! be a substantial surplus; Order for Second Reading read, and 
in India, I would urge upon the noble discharged. Bill withdrawn. 

Lord, the Secretary of State, that a largely | 

increased amount should be spent on) pysIness OF THE HOUSE—NEW 
irrigation works. The irrigation works PROCEDURE RULES. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL. 


areedy ee eee “oe On the motion for the adjournment of 
ne seven pe snt., and even oO! e 

dend of seven per cent., and even on the | the House, 

ground of finance alone, it is most en- | 

couraging to the Government to proceed lie 
hi - . (12.2.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (Man- 

with this work, which, by supplying 


. ; . ‘chester, E.): The House will remember 
water to the arid areas of India, would 


that a consultation took place at Question 
time as to the day when the discussion of 
the new rules should begin. I then 
Some doubt was expressed as to the wis- | ae, - ; — a ae sted. : 

Heat: . a ” | saving that it was the general sense of 
dom of railway construction. There is:,,~ 7 : ara. eoaiss 

hae : | the House, that I thought it! was unrea- 

abundance of evidence in the Famine sonable on the part of the ovecnineahe 
Commission's Report that the railways say that the debate should end on Friday, 
were of issemaaiegn benefit - dealing with and that, if Thursday and Friday were 
the recent famine in India. The exis- | not considered sufficient, the discussion 
tence now of railways, which in bygone |. oy have to begin on Tuesday, though 
years did not exist, was of great service | | was most reluctant to interfere with the 
to those who had to deal with the famine ‘rights of private Members. No arrange- 
in India. I speak with personal know-! ment was come to at the time, but I have 
ledge of their devotion and self-sacrifice since been given to understand both by 
in dealing with it. I came through part | the Leader of the Opposition and by the 
of the famine area two years ago, and I | [,eader of the Irish party that there is no 
have recently had an opportunity in the | disinclination to conclude the debate by 
Bombay Presidency of talking over this | 12 o'clock on Friday. I therefore feel 
matter with one who was for many that I should not be justified in interfer- 
years a most respected member of this |ing with private Members’ business 
House, and other officials in that Presi- | to-morrow, and the Resolutions on the 
dency, where unfortunately, the loss of | Paper will therefore come on in the 
life during the recent famine was enor- | ordinary course. 
mous. I found that they felt most pain- 
fully their want of success in some pe ae 
Mr. Joseph Walton. 


enable hundreds of thousands to settle in | 
India where they would not be subject | 
ia: peer 
to privations by reason of serious droughts. 
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329 Private Bill 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 4th February, 1902. 


EARL OF SEFTON. 

Petition of Osbert Cecil Molyneux, Earl 
of Sefton in the Peerage of Ireland, and 
Baron Sefton of Croxteth in the Peerage 
of the United Kingdom, claiming a 
right to vote at the elections of Repre- 
sentative Peers for Ireland; read and 
and referred tothe Lord Chancellor to 
consider and report thereupon to the 
: House. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MANCHESTER DISTRICT TELEPHONE 
BOARD BILL [H. t.] 


Presented, and read 1°. 


NOBEL’S EXPLOSIVES COMPANY, LIMI- 
TED(ARDEER WORKS WATER SUPPLY) 
BILL [H. t.] 


Presented ; 
the Examiners. 


SCOTTISH EQUITABLE LIFE ASSUR- 
ANCE SOCIETY BILL [u. 1.] 


Presented ; read 1°; 
the Examiners. 


commencement of a Speech uaa, revision by the Member. 
y, 4 


THe Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
+ from the Examiners that the Standing 
: Orders applicable to the following Bills 
= have been complied with : 


Whitstable Improvement. 

Manchester District Telephone Board. 

City and Brixton Railway. 

Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway 
(Abandonment). 


An Asterisk (*) at the 


And the Certificates that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have not been complied with : 


Sadd'eworth, Spring!ead, and Lees 
Tramways. 

Sheffield, Rotherham, 
Railway. 

And the Certificates from the Exa- 


and Bawtry 


miners that the further Standing Orders | 


Vol. CIL. [FourTH SERIEs. ] 


and referred to | 


{4 Fepruary 1902} 


read 1*; and referred to! 


| 
| 
| 
! 
} 
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applicable to the following Bills have 
| been complied with : 
BRISTOL WATER [u.1.] 


| BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY (NEW LINES, &c.) [H.1.] 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY [1.1.] 
DEVONPORT WATER [u.1.] 
DEAL AND WALMER GAS [u.1] 


CHIGWELL, LOUGHTON, AND WOOD- 
FORD GAS [H.L.] 


LONGWOOD GAS [1.1] 


And also the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the Standing Orders 
applicable to the following Bills intro- 
duced in pursuance of the provisions of 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, have been complied 
with : 


Business. 











Nobel's Explosives Company, Limited 
(Ardeer Works Water Supply). 


Scottish Equitable Life Assurance 
Society. 

Caledonian Railways 

North British Railway (General 


Powers). 
North British Railway (Steam Vessels). 
And the Certificate that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with : 
Renfrew Harbour. 


The sarne were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 
ABERTILLERY URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [H.L.] 
Read 2°. 
ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE AND DUKIN- 


FIELD CORPORATIONS (ALMA BRIDGE, 
ete.) BILL [H.L.] 


Read 2°. 


BIRMINGHAM ASSAY OFFICE BILL [H.L. ] 
Read 2°. 
| 


BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION WATER 


BILL [H.L.] 
Read 2". 
BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL [H.t.] 
Read 2°. 
BRYNAMAN AND NEATH RAILWAY 
| BILL [H.L.] 
Read 2*. 
M 
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BUXTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL ;STREET URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL [1.t.] WATER BILL [u.1.] 
Read 2°. Read 2". 
CITY AND CRYSTAL PALACE RAIL- | SWANSEA CORPORATION WATER BILL 
WAY BILL [u.1.] (H.1. J 
Read 2°, Read 2*. 
CITY AND NORTH EAST SUBURBAN | TYNE IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 2) BILL [H.L.] BILL [H.1.] 
Read 2°. Read 2° 
DARLEY DALE WATER BILL [H#.1.] WIGAN CORPORATION BILL [u.1.] 
Read 2°. | Read 2% 
DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GENERAL | YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [H.L.] 
POWERS) -BILL (H.L.] | Read 2°. 
Read 2*, | 
atau | WEST AND SOUT NDON JUNCTION 
DEVONPORT CORPORATION (WATER) | _— ponies aig he a 
BILL [1.1.] ; anLWs ree 
Read 2", ‘ | Standing Order No. 92, considered 
_ (according to order), and dispensed with, 
DOVER HARBOUR BILL [u.1.] | with respect to a Petition of President, 
Read 2", | &e., of St. George's Hospital : Leave 


FELIXSTOW AND WALTON IMPROVE. | given to present the said Petition. 
MENT BILL [u.1.] 


Read 2°. | poe 5 
LANCASHIRE COUNTY (LUNATIC | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ASYLUMS) BILL [u.1.] 
Read 2". | 
‘ } SOUTH AFRICA. 

LEICESTER CORPORATION BILL [u.1.] r ; ree 

ead 2". | Letter from Assistant-General Tobias 

'Smuts to Commandant-General L. P. 
LONDON UNITED ELECTRIC RAILWAYS | Botha. 
BILL [4.1] 
Read 2". | COLONIES (ANNUAL). 


- y + + ’ ‘ +. No. 346. Nor thern Nigeria (Report 
a “ rs “Aa D THAMES A} AL B L 


[H.L. ] 
Read 2*. | 
MENAI BRIDGE URBAN DISTRICT | ueroeems Kem 8) EERE. 
COUNCIL BILL [u.1.] | Correspondence with the Netherlands 
Read 2". | Government regarding the war in South 
| Africa. 
NORTH AND SOUTH SHIELDS ELECTRIC | 
ead - ee Seen NAVY (ESTIMATES). 
1. Estimates for the yéar 1902-1903; 
NORTH-EAST LONDON RAILWAY (No. 2) | with explanation of differences. 
BILL [u.1.] | 2. Explanatory statement by First 
Lord of the Admiralty. 


Presented [by Command], ordered 
NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL [1-1] | ¢9 Jie on red ble. and], and 


Read 2°. 


Read 2°. 

PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY LOAN SOCIETIES. 
> ga eae ee a | Abstract of accounts of loan societies in 
Read 2. | England and Wales furnished to the 


central office for the Registry of Friendly 
RHONDDA URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL | - +e Nd 
TRAMWAYS BILL (w..] [sensor ag year ended 31st 
| December, , 


Read 2*. 
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333 Standing Orders 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 
Supplementary Report by the Chair- 
man of Committees of the House of 
Lords and the Chairman of Ways and 
Means in the House of Commons that 
clause 23 of the Glasgow Corporation 
(Gas, eto.) Order appears to them to 
contain provisions not proper to be 
inserted in a Provisional Order. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


{4 Fepruary 1902} 





—_-—_—_——— 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE! | 


Appointed : The Lords following, with | 
the Chairman of Committees, were | 
named of the Committee— 


D. Bedford. 

D. Marlborough. 

D. Northumberland. 

M. Lansdowne. 

E. Derby. 

E. Denbigh. 

E. Chesterfield. 

E. Jersey. 

E. Lauderdale. 

E. Waldegrave. 

. Cadogan. 

{. Howe. 

. Amherst. | 
Camperdown. 

. Dartrey. | 

. de Montalt. 

4 Carrington. 

Crewe. 

. Sidmouth. 

. Knutsford. 

tidley. 

. Clinton. 

- Zouche of Haryngworth. 

. Balfour. 

. Boyle (£. Cork and Orrery). 

. Ribblesdale. 

. Churchill. 

. Colchester. 

. Wigan (E. Crawford). 

. Poltimore. 

. Kintore (£. Kintore). 

. Belper. 

. Brougham and Vaux. 

. Fermanagh (£. Erne). 

de Vesci (V. de Vesci). 

. Herries. 

. Monkswell. 

. Colville of Culross. 

. Welby. 

. Ludlow. 
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All petitions relating to Standing 
Orders which shall be presented during 
the present session referred to the Com- 
mittee unless otherwise ordered. 


Committee. 


COMMITTEE FOR PUBLIC 
BILLS. 

Ordered, that a Standing Committee 
be appointed for the consideration of such 
Public Bills as may be committed to it 
by the House. 


STANDING 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE 
STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Appointed: The Lords following, with 
the Chairman of Committees, were 
named of the Committee— 


E. Cowper. 

E. Stanhope. 

K. Waldegrave. 

L. Balfour. 

L. Boyle (£. Cork and Orrery). 
L. Ribblesdale. 

L, Kintore (2. Kintore). 

L. Colville of Culross. 


Thejsaid Committee to meet forthwith. 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 
Select Committee appointed; the 
Lords following, with the Lord Chancellor, 
the Lord President, the Lord Privy Seal, 
and the Chairman of Committees, were 
named of the Committee— 
D. Richmond. 
D. Northumberland. 
M. Cholmondeley. 
M. Ripon, 
M., Breadalbane. 
E. Clarendon (L. Chamberlain). 
E. Chesterfield. 
ut. Waldegrave. 
E. Spencer, 
E. Mount Edgecumbe. 
E Cawdor. 
E. Camperdown. 
E. Kimberley. 
E. de Montalt, 
E. Cranbrook. 
E. Ancaster, 
. Hampden, 
. Cross. 
Peel. 
. Knutsford, 
. Balfour. 
. Boyle (£. Cork and Orrery). 
. Ribblesdale. 
. Churchill. 
. Colchester. 
. Rosebery (2. Rosebery). 
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. Kintore (2. Kintore). 
Belper, 

Rowton. 
Tweedmouth. 

Monk Bretton. 

. Colville of Culross. 

. Macnaghten. 

. Welby. 


sal sol Sel sal sal sal ad se 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION. 
The Lords following, viz.— 

E. Chesterfield. 

E. Waldegrave. 

L. Ribblesdale. 

L. Colville of Culross. 


with the Chairman of Committees, were 
appointed a Committee to select and 
propose to the House the names of the 
Five Lords to form a Select Committee 
for the consideration of each opposed 
Private Bill. 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE 
STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Report from, That the Committee 
have nominated the following Lords to 
serve on the Standing Committee— 


L. Archbishop of Canterbury. 
E. Halsbury (L. Chancellor ). 
L. Archbishop of York. 

D. Devonshire (L. President ). 
M. Salisbury (L. Privy Seal). 
D. Bedford. 

D. Marlborough. 

D. Northumberland. 

M. Lansdowne. 

M. Bath. 

M. Ripon. 

Clarendon (L. Chamberlain ). 
Derby. 

. Denbigh. 

. Stamford. 

. Chesterfield. 
Shaftesbury. 

Jersey. 

Lauderdale. 

Carnwath. 

Stanhope. 

Waldegrave. 

Portsmouth. 

Hardwick. 

Spencer. 

Mansfield. 

Onslow. 

Grey. 

Harrowby. 

Morley. 

Vane (M Londonderry ). 
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Cawdor. 


. Camperdown. 


Dudley. 
Kimberley. 
Dartrey. 
Northbrook. 
Lytton. 
Selborne. 


. Ancaster. 

. Crewe. 

. Falkland. 
. Sidmouth. 
, Gordon (E. Aberdeen ). 
. Hampden. 
. Cross. 

. Peel. 

. Knutsford. 
. Llandaff. 

. Goschen. 


. Ridley. 


Bp. Winchester. 


. Zouche of Haryngworth. 
. Windsor. 
. Clifford of Chudleigh, 


Barnard. 


. Saltoun. 
. Balfour. 


Boyle (E. Cork and Orrery). 
Ribblesdale. 

Churchill. 

Harris. 


. Plunket. 

. Rosebery (E. Rosebery). 
. Poltimore. 

. Kintore (£. Kintore). 


Leigh. 
Elgin (£. Elgin and Kincardine). 
Belper. 


Kinnaird. 


. Lawrence. 


Sandhurst. 

Aberdare. 

Fermanagh (£. Erne). 
Norton. 

Lamington. 

Rowton. 

Reay. 

Tweedmouth. 


. Northbourne. 


Herries. 
Monkswell. 
Lingen. 
Ashbourne. 
Thring. 
Macnaghten. 


. Cheylesmore. 
. Kelvin. 
. Ashcombe. 
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Newton. 

. Hawkesbury. 
. Stanmore. 
Welby. 
Davey. 
Wandsworth. 
Burghclere. 
James. 
Pirbright. 
Glenesk. 
Heneage. 
Fairlie (E. Glasgow). 
Ludlow. 
Glanusk. 
Brampton. 
Cranworth. 

. Avebury. 
Alverstone. 


Read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ail al al 3) al of 3) a) al af ol ol al ol ol ol = 


House adjourned at ten minutes past 
Four o’clock, to Thursday next, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesdau, 4th February, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


KINGS SPEECH (ANSWER TO ADDRESS). 


{4 FEBRUARY 1902} 


Business. 338 


| Limpsfield and Oxted Water Bill. 
| Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 


| time. 





| SUBSTITUTED BILLS (LORDS] (STAND- 
ING ORDERS COMPLIED WITH). 
| Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
|Report from one of the Examiners of 
| Petitions for private Bills, That, in respect 
'of the following Bills introduced pur- 
| suant to the provisions of The Private 
| Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, and which the Chairman of Ways 
_and Means had directed to originate in 
| the House of Lords, the Standing Orders 
have been complied with, viz. :— 
Nobel’s Explosives (Company, Limited 
(Ardeer Works Water Supply) (Sud- 
stituted Bill) [Lords]. 
Scottish Equitable Life Assurance 
Society (Substituted Bill) [Lords}. 


SUBSTITUTED BILLS [LORDS] (STAND- 
ING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpeAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
respect of the following Bill, introduced 
pursuant to the provisions of The Pri- 
vate Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, and which the Chairman of 
Ways and Means had directed to origin- 
ate in the House of Lords, the Standing 


The Comptroller of the Household Orders have not been complied with, 
reported His Majesty’s Answer to the | yjz- .— 


Address, as followeth :— 


I have received with great satisfaction the | 
loyal and dutiful expression of your thanks | 
for the speech with which I opened the present to the Select Committee on Standing 


Session of Parliament. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS STANDING (ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
715 

Bournemouth Gas and Water Bill. 

Broadstairs Gas Bill. 

Fareham Gas Bill. 

Great Eastern Railway Bill. 

Grand Junction Water Bill. 


Renfrew Harbour (Swhstituted Dill) 
[Lords]. 
Ordered, that the Report be referred 


Orders, 
| SHEFFIELD, ROTHERHAM, AND 
BAWTRY RAILWAY. 


Petition for Bill; referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders. 





CALEDONIAN RAILWAY. 
Petition and Bill ordered, under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, to be brought in by Mr. 
Renshaw and Mr. Hozier. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS). 

Petition and Bill ordered, under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, to be brought in by the Earl 
of Dalkeith and Mr. Anstruther. 
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NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS. ) 

and Bill ordered, under 

the Private Legislation Procedure 

(Scotland) Act, 1899, to be brought 

in by the Earl of Dalkeith and Mr. 

Anstruther. 


Petition, 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY) BILL. 

“To make further provisions with 
respect to the purchase of electric 
undertakings in the Administrative 
County of London by the local author- 
ities and the London County Coun- | 
cil; and with respect to the supply of | 
energy from stations of the London | 
County Council; and for other pur- | 
poses,” read the first time; to be read | 
a second time. 





| 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL | 
POWERS) BILL. 

“To empower the London County 
Council to purchase lands for various | 
purposes ; to extend the time for com- | 
pletion of certain works and acquisition 
of lands ; to empower the Metropolitan 
Borough Councils of Camberwell and | 
Fulham to purchase lands for open spaces 
and other purposes ; to empower Metro- 
politan Borough Councils to provide 
electric fittings ; to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a fire insurance fund for the 
Council and other authorities; to con- 
fer further powers upon the London 
County Council with respect to milk 
supply, common lodging houses, and 
other sanitary matters; and for other 
purposes,’’ read the first time; to be 
read a second time. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SUBWAYS 
AND TRAMWAYS) BILL. 

“To empower the London County 
Council to construct and use a sub- 
way and tramway between Theobald’s 
toad and the Victoria Embankment ; 
to confer further powers on the Coun- 
cil with reference to subways and the 
laying of tramways therein; and for 
other purposes,’ read the first time; 
to be read a second time. 


LONDON WATER PURCHASE BILL. 

“To empower the London County 
Council to acquire the undertakings of 
the London Water Companies ; and 
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first 


Committees. 


for other purposes,” read the 
time ; to be read a second time. 


SELECTION OF MEMBERS FOR SERVICE 
ON PRIVATE BILL COMMITTEES 
(EQUAL TREATMENT). 

(3.15.) Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Mer- 
thyr Tydvil) said the subject of the 
Instruction which he was about to pro- 
pose had been before the House on 
several previous occasions, and therefore 
he need not occupy much time in moving 
it. But there were one or two points to 
which he would especially like to draw 
the attention of the Chairman of the 
Committee of Selection. In 1899 the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Watford accepted an Instruction which 
wasfmoved in his absence by the hon. 


| MemberforCanarvon, and which provided 
| that the Committee of Selection should 


give equal consideration to every Member 
on the ground of his private profession, 
business, or avocation. He understood 
that the right hon. Gentleman was not 
prepared toaccept the present Instruction, 
although he had considerably modified 
it, as would be seen on comparing it 
with the Instruction he moved last year. 
He wished to assure the House that in 
bringing it forward he had no inten- 
tion whatever of fettering in any degree 
the discretion of the Committee of 
Selection in appointing Members to sit 
upon Private Bill Committees. He 
wanted the House to understand that the 
object of the Instruction was to do away 
with any privilege enjoyed by any par- 
ticular class of Members. When the 
Committee of Selection was first set up 
in 1839, there was no kind of privilege 
suggested for any particular class of 
Members, and Mr. Thompson, who in 
1839 moved the Resolution upon which 
the present system was founded, distinctly 
laid it down that whoever might be 
chosen to act by the Committee of 
Selection must be prepared to do so, a8 
no man had a right to take upon himself 
the office of Member of Parliament 
unless he was ready to discharge all the 
duties connected with it. But since then 
there had grown up, without any In- 
struction from the House, and without 
anything in the nature of a Standing 
Order, but by the action of the Selection 
Committee alone, the practice of exempt- 
ing a particular class of Members. He 
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wished to make this perfectly clear. Sir 
John Mowbray, the predecessor of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Watford, once said, in answer to a 
Question, that no Member of the House 
had any right of exemption from service 
on Public Bill Committees, either by 
Standing Orders or by Instruction from 
the House. But it had been the custom 
of the Committee not to place on such 
Committees members of the learned 
profession actually engaged in practice. 
{t was this action of the Committee of 


Selection against which his instruction | 


was directed. It was authorised by no 
order of the House, and he believed there 
was a general feeling in the House 
against any such exemption, for he 
maintained that whenever a man took 
up the office of Member of. Parliament 
he should make the duties of the 
House his first consideration, and that 
his private business or avocation 
should take a secondary place. He 
went further, and said that not only 
should there be no exemption from 
this drudgery in favour of the so- 
called professions, but that the members 
of that class were the very last to whom 
any exemption should be granted, 
because they made no sacrifice whatever, 
in coming to the House, such as the 
ordinary Member had to make. Through 
no actionof their own theysecured greater 
advantages by entering Parliament than | 
any other Member. Again, they were | 
more fitted to act on Private Bill Com- | 
mittees because of their professional | 
experience. They knew the Laws of | 
Evidence in a way which no ordinary | 
lay Member of the House knew them. | 
The ordinary man of business, when he | 
became a Member of Parliament, was | 
often compelled to neglect his business | 
in the provinces and take up his residence | 
in London for the greater part of the 
year, but as a rule the work of the 
barrister was done in London, and he, 
therefore, was called upon to make no 
sacrifice; while it was to be borne in mind 
further that the learned profession de- 
rived great benefit from the numerous 
judicial appointments at the disposal of 
the Government. He would like to ask 


the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Watford, why, seeing that he accepted 
the Instruction moved in 1899, he was 
unable to agree to the one now being 
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proposed. Further, he would like to be 
told why, having accepted that Instruc- 
tion, he had not carried it out. He 
found, from a Return which had recently 
been presented, that Members actively 
engaged in the profession of the law 
had been called upon to serve on only 
two or three Committees, and he did 
not think that they had been given their 
fair proportion of the work. He begged 
to move the Instruction standing in his 
name, | 





(3.28.) Mr. GALLOWAY (Man- 
'chester, S.W.) said that, in seconding 
the Motion of his hon. friend, he wished 
the House to clearly understand that 
neither he nor the proposer had any 
desire to question the excellent way in 
which the Committee of Selection had 
‘always done their work. He thought 
the House owed a very deep debt of 
gratitude to the Committee for the con- 
sideration with which they performed 
what was not always an agreeable task. 
He seconded the Motion because the 
work of Committees in the House was 
|shown by the Return to which his hon. 
‘friend had alluded to fall on a very few 
|Members. They must remember too, 
that exemption was not granted to hon. 
'Members who sat upon other than 
Private Bill Committees. That con- 
a great hardship, because 
it resulted ina much larger amount 
of work devolving on some Members. 
The work really should be equally 
divided among all Members of the House. 
Incidentally he might remark that 
probably the hardest worked were the 
right hon. Gentlemen who sat upon the 
Front Benches. It was because he 
thought that equal treatment should be 
shared |out to every Member that he 
desired |to second the Instruction. 
| 
| 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That it be an instruction to the Com- 
mittee that in selecting Members to serve 
on Committees for the consideration of 
private, Bills exemption shall not be 
granted to any member on the general 
ground) of the peculiar nature of his 
private profession, business, or avocation, 
and all members shall receive equal treat- 
ment and consideration, and be called 
upon tq serve.” —(Mr. David Thomas.) 


| 
| 
| 
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*(3.30.) Mr. HALSEY (Herts, Watford) | tion should be granted to every Men: ber, 
said that although it was perhaps useful | the Committee had failed to ¢ iry out 


occasionally to call the attention of hon. | the Instruction. 


Members to this very important, though, 
he feared, sometimes rather irksome, 
part of their duty, he nevertheless ven- 
tured to hope that the House would not 
accede to the Motion of the hon. Member. 
The hon. Gentleman had referred to the 
fact that the present Instruction was a 
modification of the one he moved last 
year, and he had also asked how it was 


that, having accepted the Instruction of | 
1899, the Committee were not prepared | 
He would | 
like to point out to the House that the | 


to accept the present Motion. 


Instruction of 1899 and the present 
Instruction were two totally different 
things. It was perfectly true, as the 
hon. Member said, that he brought 
forward an Instruction of a somewhat 
similar character last year, but he then 
failed to induce the House to adopt it. 
It was true too, he had modified it in 
the present instance, but to his mind 
the alteration went rather in the direc- 
tion of making it more stringent than 
before. In his opinion the addition of 
the words, “and be called upon to serve ”’ 
would very seriously hamper the work 
of the Committee of Selection. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS: My remarks 
referred to the modification I had in- 
troduced in the earlier part of the 
Xesolution. 


*Mr. HALSEY: Unless I am mistaken, 
the earlier words are practically the 
same. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS: No, no. 


*Mr HALSEY said it appeared, to 
him at any rate, that the sting was 
to be found in the words added at 
the end of the Instruction. Last year the 
hon. Member chastised them with whips ; 
this year he sought to chastise them 
with scorpions. The hon. Member had 


called the attention of the House to an, 


answer given’ by Sir John Mowbray 
some years ago, in which he said that 
the practice had grown up in the Com- 
mittee of Selection of exempting prac- 
tising barristers, and he complained that 
after the House had passed a Resolution 
in 1889 ordering that equal considera- 





‘taken in that view. 
| have been the former practice of the 
' Committee, it certainly had not in late 


entitled to exemption. 





He could assure the 
hon. Member that he was entirely mis- 
Whatever might 


years recognised any class as a Class 
Their practice 
had been, as he told the hon. Member 
the other day, to consider each individual 
case on its merits, and they had not 
recognised that either barristers or 
merchants, or any other persons engaged 
in any profession or business, were 
entitled on that ground alone to exemp- 
tion from this work. At the same time, 
he fully admitted that the Committee 
had endeavoured to carry out the work 
in such a way as to cause the least 
possible inconvenience to hon. Members 
who were obliged occasionally to serve on 
the Private Bill Committees. The hon. 
Member for South West Manchester, who 
seconded the Instruction, had referred to 
the fact that the Committee of Selection 


‘did not grant exemption from this work 


to hon. Members who sat on other Com- 
mittees. That was perfectly true; as a 
general rule they did not consider, and, 
indeed, they never had considered, that 
service on the ordinary Select Committees 
of the House entitled an hon. Member 
per se to exemption from service on 
Private Bill Committees, and for this 
reason, that the ordinary Select Com- 
mittees were composed of hon. Members 
who served entirely by their own wish 
and desire, and who were not bound, if 


‘it did not suit their convenience, to 
| attend. 


These Committees also, as a 
rule, sat only twice a week, and there- 
fore, if the Committee of Selection were 
to make a practice of exempting from 


| service on Private Bill Committees hon. 


Members who were serving on Select 
Committees, he did not think they would 
find hon. Members generally ready to 
serve at all on Private Bill Committees. 
Still, each case was considered separately 
on its merits, and there were certain 
Committees in regard to which the 
Committee of Selection fully recognised 
the fact that if a member of them did 
his duty it was not right to call upon 
him to serve on Private Bill Committees. 
Take, for instance, the Select Committee 
on Public Accounts. That was a most 
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important body. It comprised among | | for what were sometimes spoken of as 
its members some of the most experi- | aaboincl politicians. He believed the 
enced and skilled Members of the House, | | present |system worked satisfactorily. 

and the Committee of Selection had | | The Committees of the House bore the 
always recognised service on that Com- | highest character of impartiality and 
mittee as entitling to exemption from ser- | efficiency, not a breath of corruption had 
vice on Private Bill Committees. That was | ever been suggested, and he believed that 
only oneof many instances. They did not | they would compare favourably with the 
also recognise service on Grand Com-|Committees of any legislature in any 
mittees as a ground of exemption, and | part of the world. Under these cir- 
he thought it would be adopting a very | cumstances he asked the House to 
dangerous course were they to pursue | continue \to place confidence in the 
any other policy. He would like to! Committee of Selection. There was a 
point out to the House that the Motion, growing tendency in this and other Assem- 
if carried, would deprive the Committee blies to call in question the work of 
of Selection of its discretionary powers, ,Committees, and he would point out 
and would practically establish what the that if that practice increased, it must 
hon. and gallant Member for West | inevitably bring public business to a 
Newington had on more than one deadlock. \If the House were not 
occasion advocated, a simple roster of | satisfied with the composition of the 
names, every man on which would in’ present Coramittee, it had the remedy 
turn be called upon to serve. He in its own| hands. But whether it 
ventured to submit to the House that | altered the| constitution of the Com- 
such a proceeding would be neither! mittee or left it alone, he did ask the 
desirable nor practicable. He would) House to have confidence in the Com- 
like to remind hon. Members that the mittee, composed as it was of some 
duty of the Committee of Selection was of the oldest and most experienced 
not merely to find men to serve on Members of| all parties. Let them 
Committees. They were especially continue to give it the generous con- 
ordered to have regard to the qualifica- fidence it had always enjoyed, a con- 
tions of the Gentlemen whom they chose, fidence which gave it authority and 
and in Committee they discussed in the | weight, and | enabled it to discharge 

most confidential manner the qualifica-| most arduous|and difficult duties with 

tions of the men best fitted to deal with | credit to the House, and with satis- 
particular classes of Bills. Necessarily | faction to those who came before its 
their deliberations in that respect were | tribunals. | 

of a most confidential character, and he 
was proud to be able to tell the House 
that members of his Committee, when | 
entering on their duties, put on one side} (3.50.) Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aber- 
all political predilections and prejudices, | deenshire, W.) said he thought the hon- 
and sought solely to form the most; Member who moved the Instruction 
efficient Committees for the service of | had evolved a |grievance out of his 
the House. Since the Committee had | inner consciousness, and one which only 
been established, he believed there had | existed in his dwn imagination. He 
never been a formal division taken, andj} entirely endorsed the remarks which 
that was a proof of the smoothness with | had been made by the respected Chair- 
which they worked. He deprecated very | man of the Committee, who enjoyed the 
much the adoption of any measure, un- | full confidence of the members of that 
less absolutely unavoidable, which would | body, and who was proving himself 
tend to prevent any class of men from | the worthy successor of one whose name 
becoming Members of the House of| was synonymous with everything high, 
Commons. One of the great glories of | lofty, and noble in public life. The 
that Assembly was that it was represen-| hon. Gentleman had a grievance, per- 
tative of all classes and all occupations haps, because the Committee had left 
and professions, and he would be sorry | him severely alone. He had during the 
to see anything done that would tend | last three years sternly refused to take 
to reduce the House to a mere preserve | part in any private Bill work. 


| 
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Mr. DAVID THOMAS: No, no! The] business-like, but if they adopted the 
hon. Gentleman is entirely mistaken. I! present Instguction it would have the 
have never suggested anything against | effect before many years were over of 
the Chairman or any other Member | driving many business rhen out of the 
of the Committee, and I have been | House altogether. The duties of the 
willing to take my proper share of the | Committee of Selection were both ardu- 
work. |ous and difficult, but individually and 

| collectively they had but one object in 

Dr. FARQUHARSON said he entirely | view. and that was to meet as far as 
accepted that statement, and he had no | they could the personal arrangements of 
doubt that in future the hon. Member | individual Members, while at the same 
would be ready to take his proper | time forming efficient Committees. They 
share in the deliberations of the Com-| did not treat any particular class of 
mittees upstairs. Some hon. Members | Member, as a class entitled to exemption. 
took a rather different view of their 
responsibilities. Many of them were} Mr. BLAKE (Long ord, S.) said he 
most anxious to serve, and only the| also, as a member of the Committee, 
previous day a distinguished young | would like to give his absolute adhesion to 
Member on the other side of the House | the language which their Chairman had 
expressed to him personally a wis | used as to the spirit in which they con- 
that he could have some work to do, | ducted their deliberations. They looked 
as he found his forenoons drag very | only to the efficient conduct of the busi- 
heavily upon his hands. He could only | ness of the House, and, representing as 
repeat that the Committee in forming | he did thel rish Party on the Committee, 
the Committees sought to secure the | he wished to say that he had experienced 
men best qualified to act, and he trusted | from his fellow Members as much con- 
that the House would continue its | sideration with reference to the conveni- 
confidence in them. ence of his colleagues as he could desire. 

They had very delicate, difficult, and 

*(3.55.) Sin W. HART DYKE (Kent, responsible duties to perform, and they 
Dartford) said that as a member of | ought to be unfettered in the discharge 
the Committee of Selection, he would from them. While there was to im- 
like to call attention to some of | munity from service on the part of any 
the difficulties with which that body|man or any profession, it was quite 
had to contend. He feared that | impossible to conduct the business with- 
there was in the mind of the hon. out having practical regard to the diffi- 
Member who moved the Instruction, and | culties which men engaged in all callings 
perhaps of some other hon. Members, might from time to time experience. He 
some jealousy with regard to members of | was not sorry this Instruction had been 
the legal profession. The Committee | brought forward, because he thought 
had to face very considerable difficulties there was inthe mind of those who had 
in regard to this matter, but he pro-| not attended on Private Bill Committees 
tested against the Instruction and he | as he had done for a great many years, in 
hoped the House would reject it, because | this and other legislatures, a very imper- 
he thought that the result of its adop-| fect idea of the importance and interest 
tion would be absolutely disastrous in| of the work. It was indeed most impor- 
regard to their proceedings. Instead of | tantand mostinteresting, andhe wouldbe 
giving elasticity of treatment, the work | verygladindeedif Members, and especially 
of the Comm.ttee would be made purely | young Members, wouldcomeforward more 
mechanical. However the hon. Member | readily and volunteer for this work. He 
might seek to explain his Instruction, | thought the House would be well advised 
it meant in King’s English that every | to leave this matter in the hands of the 
Member of the House should receive | Committee, which in the past had shown 
absolutely equal treatment, and be | such good sense, great tact, and fidelity 
called upon to serve on Private Bill} and loyalty to the interests of the House 
Committees. In a day or two the| generally. 

House was to be invited to discuss rules 
which were intended to make it more} (4.0.) Question put. 
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The House divided.—Ayes 48,—Noes 245. 
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Strachey, Sir Edward 
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Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
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Condon, Thomas Joseph 


| Cranborne, Viscount 
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Cullinar, J. 
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Delany, William 
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Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
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| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
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| Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
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Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
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Tennant, Harold John 
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Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings) 
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Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D. (Wednesb’ry 
Greene, SirE.W(B’ryS. Edmnds 
Greene, W- Raymond- (Cambs. ) 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon.Sir William 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 


| Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn, Sir Arthur D. 


| Heath, James (Staffords. N. W.) 
| Helder, Augustus 
| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 


| Higginbottom, 8S. W. 


Hoare, Sir Samuel 


| Holland, William Henry 
| Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,J. (Midd. , Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Humpnhreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. ) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee,Arth. H. (Hants,Fareham) 
Leese, Sir Jos’h F. (Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 


| Lowther, Rt. Hon. James (Kent) 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Macartney, Rt. H. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘dugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
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Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh.) 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Mooney, John J. 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shrops.) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Rt.Hn, John(Montrose 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A (Deptford 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murphy, John 

Murray, Rt.H. A.Graham (Bute 
Namnetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolap, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J.(Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.,) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Malley, William 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Cl. Richard 


Returns, 


PETITIONS. 


PEOPLE). 


{COMMONS} 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Piummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


Remnant, James Farquharson | 


Ridley, Hon. M. W.(Stalybridge 


Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green | 
Ritchie, Rt. H. Chas. Thomson | 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roche, John 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Kobert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- | 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, H.C. (N’rth’mb Tyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Spencer, Rt. Hon.C. R. (No’ants) 
Stanley, Edwd. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
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| Stewart,Sir Mark J. M ‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
| Stone, Sir Benjamin 
| Stroyan, John 
| Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edwd. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
| Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Cl.SirC. E. H. (Shef’eld 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
| Welby, Lt.-Cl. A.C. ™. (Taunton 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B, Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


Reports, &e 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Halsey and Mr. 
Sydney Buxton. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


| Petition from Edinburgh and Leith, 
EAST INDIA (CONDITION OF THE against; to lie upon the Table. 


i 


Petition from London, for inquiry by | 


a Royal Commission ; to lie upon the | 


Table. 
LICENSING 


lie upon the Table. 


SISTER BILL. 


Petitions against ; from 
Swaffham, St. Leonards, 


BILL. 
Petition from Patricroft, in favour ; to | 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COLONIAL REPORT (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented, of Report No. 346 


‘(Northern Nigeria, Report for 1899-- 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 1900) {by command]; to lie upon the 


' Table. 
Willoughby, | 


Stanthorpe, sQUTH AFRICA (LETTER OF GENERAL 


Charwelton, Byfield, Penryn, Marston | 


St. Lawrence, Fawsley, and Crowan ; to. 


lie upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 
Petition from Petworth, in favour ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
AMENDMENT | 


ACT (1887) 


(SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


| tent General 


with the 


SMUTS). 


Copy presented, of Letter from Assis- 


Tobias Smuts to Comman- 


dant General L. P. Botha [by Command]; 
‘to lie upon the Table. ; 


AFRICA (No. 1, 1902.) 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 


Netherlands Government 


Petition from Greenock, in favour ;to regarding the War in South Africa 
lie upon the Table. 


[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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LICENCE DUTIES (BELFAST CITY). | (4.14.) QUESTIONS. 
Return presented, relative thereto ue. 
fordered 28th January; Mr. Field]; to | 


jie upon the Table. South African War—Concentration 


| Camps. 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1854. | Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, | E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
dated 28th January, 1902, declaring that | for the Colonies, whether he can state the 
Mr. F. W. Hayden, First Class Clerk in | number of persons in the concentration 
the Department of the Solicitor to the camps in the Transvaal at the end of 
Treasury, was appointed without a Civil December, 1901, and at the end of 
Service Certificate through inadvertence January, 1902; and what number of 
onthe part of the Head of his Depart- women and children have now been 
ment [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. removed from those camps to Natal 

and Cape Colony. 
DUCHY OF CORNWALL. 

Account presented, of the Receiptsand| THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
Disbursements of the Duchy of Cornwall | THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
for the year ended 31st December, 1901, | Birmingham, W.): I have asked for 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to | the information and hope ina few days 


he printed. [No. 45.] tolay a rae eregean eofhone table 
ee : containing all the latest information, 
PRIV ADS OOTLAND! ACE — | including the mortality during January, 
‘ ieee eG) _| which I am glad to say has greatly 
Copy presented, of Supplementary | destenaidi 


Report by the Chairman of Committees | 
of the House of Lords and the Chairman | ; 
of Ways and Means inthe House of General — rng rl 
Commons, under The Private Legislation | MR. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.): 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899 [by Act]’; I beg toask the Secretary of State for 
to lie upon the Table. the Colonies, whether there is any ob- 
UNIVERSITY OF EDINBURGH. jection to the publication of the inter- 


’ ’ |cepted letter from General Smuts to 
Copy presented, of Report on the State | q . 
Ae i : : |General Botha, in wh'ch the former 
of the Finances of the University, made o are 


hike Cibaawes @ pigs | reminded the latter that in regard to 
. ‘A seis rem 4 “a “6 ° i eer 50 the transport of women he had instructed 
om 2 ugust, [by : ct]; to 1€ UPON him to load them into the British lines. 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 46.] 


mmaanier wis | Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I will lay 
UNIVERSITY OF EDINBURGH. | the letter on the Table. 


Copy presented, of Annual Statistical | 
Report by the University Court of the | Cane of De. Rieheodios. 


University of Edinburgh for the year Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 


1900 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the , ngs yo" ; 
Table, and to be printed. [No.47.] Secretary of State for War, whether he 


will state what the offence was of which 

Paper laid upon the Table by the | Dr. Reinecke, a British subject residing 

y o : at Ceres, in the Cape Colony, was 
Clerk Assistant :— | 

SOCIETIES _suspected when he was arrested by the 

LOAN SOC * _ _ | Military on the 27th August, 1901; 

_ Abstract of Accounts of Loan Societies | whether he has since then been tried 

in Engiand and Wales to 31st December, | for such alleged offence; and, if so, 

1900, furnished to the Central Office | by what tribunal, at what date, and 

for,the Registry of Friendly Societies | with what result; and where is he now 


(by Act. ] | detained. 
NEW MEMBER SWORN. THe SECRETARY or STATE Fox 


Samuel Roberts, esquire, for the | WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


Borough of Sheffield (Eceleshall Division). | ford): These matters are left entirely 
to the discretion of the local military 





1 COMMONS} 


authorities, to whom the hon. Member Army Medical Advisory Board. 
should address any communications he; Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
may wish to make. 'ask the Secretary of State for War 
| whether, with the view of encouraging 
Mr. CHANNING: When will the} graduates from the Scottish Universities 
right hon. Gentleman be able to answer} to enter the Army Medical Service, he 
the litter part of the Question? Has he | will appoint a professor from one of 
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been tried, and if so, with what result ? Scottish Universities the 
| Army Medical Advisory Board as_ hag 


| the upon 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have further no| been done in the case of the English 


information. 


Mr. CHANNING: 
Question down for Monday. I think 
the House ought to have the information. 


War Office mee | on Questions Affecting | 
fficers. | 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : | 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War, what is the nature of the inquiries | 
being conducted by the Departmental | 
Committee at the War Office presided | 


over by General Sir Reginald Gipps; 
does this inquiry deal with complaints 


made of the conduct of military officers | 


or other officials employed in connection 


with the operations in South Africa ;_ 


why is it deemed necessary to/ appoint 
this Committee: when was it appointed, 


and will its proceedings or recommend-. 


ations be made public, and, if so, when. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Commander- 
in-Chief appointed a Committee of a 
confidential nature to report to him on 
certain questions concerning Officers. 
The Committee is purely Departmental, 
and I am not prepared to make any 
statement as to its proceedings or | 
recommendations. | 


Arming of Natives. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, whether armed natives have been | 
used in South Africa for scouting and | 
for holding blockhouses ; and, if 50, | 
whether such use is to be understood 
as coming under the description of self- | 
protection. 


Mr. BRODRICK. No, ! Sir. 


Armed 


I will put the! 


/and Irish Universities. 


_ Mr. BRODRICK: In selecting the 
| members of the Board every care was 
|taken to make it as representative as 
was consonant with the requirements 
of the Royal Army Medical Corps, which 
necessitated the personal attentian of 
members of the Advisory Board to the 
interests of the Service. Dr. Galloway, 
a distinguished Scotch medical graduate, 
resident in London, lecturer at Charing 
Cross Hospital and formerly an exam- 
‘iner in the Faculty of Medicine in 
Aberdeen University, was selected to 
‘represent the interests of Scotland. 
I would, however, point out to 
the hon. Member that, in addition 
to Dr. Galloway, three of the military 
medical Members are graduates of 
| Scottish Medical Schools, and Scotland 
is therefore exceptionally represented on 


the Board. 
| Mr. BLACK: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman affirm that any of the 


gentlemen he has referred to have any 
present connection with the Scottish 
Universities ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is impossible 


to make any alteration in the constitu- 


tion of the Board. I have not the least 
doubt that the interests of Scotland are 
properly cared for. 


Royal Army Medical Corps. 

Sm JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, if an 
early opportunity will be given for de- 
bating the warrant for the reconstruction 


natives are not so employed, but they of the Royal Army Medical Corps, 


have been utilised as watchmen in 


which he ‘has promised to present to 


isolated places between blockhouses on | the House. 


railways, and have been armed for their | 
own protection, as the Boers had shot | 
some of them in cold blood. 


| Mr. BRODRICK : 


1 am afraid | am 
not yet in a position to say when it 18 
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357 Questions. 
probable that the Vote for the Medical 
Establishment of the Army will be 


brought forward. 


Remounts Inquiry. 

*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, whether 
there will be laid before the Military 
Court of Inquiry on the conduct of the 
Remount Department by the Inspector 
General of Remounts all Reports received 
from South Africa with regard to the 
working of the remount system during 
the war. 


Mr. BRODRICK: A Military Court 
of Inquiry is guided by the instructions 
of the officer who convenes it—in this 
case the Commander-in-Chief. These 
Reports will no doubt be laid before 
the Committee. 


{4 FEpruaRY 1902} 








Number of Mounted Troops in South 
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volunteer service companies, have to be 
kept on the average at least a year at 
home ata cost of £50 before they are 
old enough for foreign service, while the 
volunteers are sent out at once on en- 
listment whether he will consider the 
desirability of giving some portion of 
this saving of £50 a man made by the 
country to the members of the volunteer 
service companies as a gratuity. 


Mr. BRODRICK: AsI have previously 
explained to the House, the volunteers 
serve with the regular infantry, and could 
not be treated differently to them in 
respect of pay. 


Mrs. Christian De Wet. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the fact that Mrs. Christian de Wet, 
after her home had been burned by the 
English troops, was taken prisoner and 





Africa. sent to a concentration camp; whether 

Sir ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead): I| Mrs) De Wet is now in a camp; and, 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for if not, what course have the British 
War, whether, without troubling the aythorities adopted in regard to this 
Staff in South Africa for additional lady. 
Returns, he can himself give the approx- 
imate number of Regulars (Cavalry Tyg FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
and Mounted Infantry), alsothe approx- | tz WAR OFFICE (Lord STaNLey 
imate number of Irregulars (Colonials Lancashire, Westhoughton): I have nt 
and Imperial Yeomanry), now employed | specific information, but, as far as I am 
with the mounted mobile columns in | aware, this lady is in a refugee-camp. 
South Africa; and whether Infantry ! 
and Artillery still accompany these 
colum ns. 


Mr. DILLON: Is she in the concen- 
tration camp now ? 
Mr. BRODRICK: I could not give! [orp STANLEY: Yes, Sir. 
exact information without applying to | 
South Africa, but the number of| Mp DILLON: 
Cavalry and Mounted Infantry in South | scandalous. 
Africa is approximately 35,000, and of | ’ 
Colonials and Imperial Yeomanry) wr SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
31,000. The answer to the last para-| And Chamberlain laughs! 
graph is that columns differ in their | 
composition according to their objective. | 


Scandalous, most 


Boy Recruits. 

, , Mr, NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Pay of Volunteers in South Africa. | Green): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I beg to ask! State for War whether he is aware that a 

the Secretary of State for War whether boy of 17 years of age, named James 

heis aware that the men of the volunteer | Lynch, of Angle Court, Dublin, has been 
service companies are paid only 1s. 1d. | enlisted in the Connaught Rangers without 

a day, while the Yeomanry and Colonial | his parents’ consent ; whether his father 

troops are paid at least 5s.; and, seeing | has claimed that the boy should be dis- 

that the recruits for the regular army, | charged: whether he is aware that the 
whose pay is the same as that of the | father of this boy is in poor circumstances 
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and has six other young children to H.M.8.*“‘ Irresistible.” 
provide for, and that the enlistment of *Sir CHARLES DIEKE: I beg to 
the said James Lynch deprives him of | ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
help towards the maintenance of his| whether he can state now long the 
family ; and whether he will order the | « Irresistible” of the 1897 Programme will 
discharge of this boy from the Army in| have been in building before she is in 
response to his father’s appeal. commission, and what is the cause of the 
delay. 





Lorp STANLEY: These matters are 
left entirely to the discretion of the local | Tue SECRETARY to tae ADMIR- 
military authorities, to whom the hon. | ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
Member should address any communica- |W.): The “Irresistible” was laid down 
tions he may wish to make. |at Chatham on the 11th April, 1898; 

Mr. NANNETTI : Is it not illegal for |8he has been commissioned this day 
a recruiting officer to enlist boys under 18 4 | at Chatham. The period which has 

elapsed between the commencement and 

Lorp STANLEY: Not if they stated|the commissioning of the ship, is 
their age as 18. therefore 3 years and 10 months, which 

is 10 months in excess of the period 

Mr. NANNETTI: Has not this mat-} anticipated. The delay arose in conse- 
ter been already referred to the Com-| quence of the late delivery of the pro 
manding Officer and no satisfactory reply | pelling machinery by the contractors, 
been given to the demand of the boy's | the contractors for the machinery having 
father for his release, seeing that he is | gone into liquidation. There was also a 
only 17, and enlisted without his parents’ delay in the delivery of the 12-inch gun 


consent ? ; mountings. 

Lorp STANLEY: I cannot interfere | Unclaimed Naval Prize Money. 
with the discretion of the Commanding) yx \AJENDIE (Portsmouth): | 
Officer. beg to ask the Secretary to the 


eee we ,| Admiralty, with reference to the state- 
Mr. SWIFT ae Ob, no! ment he made to the House on the 
What about Lord Roberts 16th August last,t regarding the list 
Army Serge Contracts. then in preparation of persons entitled 
Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid.): I| to Naval prize money, whether he can 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War | now state what is the exact period 
whether he is aware that, in response to | covered by the list; what is the aggre- 
an invitation of the Chief Inspector, Royal | gate number of persons whose names 
Army Clothing Department, a tender was |are set forth in such list; what is the 
recently put in by an Irish firm for the | aggregative amount of the sums ready 
supply of 5,000 vards of blue Army serge, | tor distribution; and whether the list 
and that the said tender was declined, | contains the names of any of the Royal 
and will he explain whether the non-| Marines, or only those of the Officers 
acceptance of the tender was due to the | and crew of the vessels engaged in the 
price being too high or the time for | operations for which prize money was 
delivery too long, and state any other | sanctioned, who have failed or omitted 
cause of refusal. to draw the amounts due to them. 


Lorp STANLEY : I am aware that an| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The list 
Irish firm tendered for this contract ; the | referred to by my hon. friend will, 
tender was not accepted as the price was| when completed, cover the period of 
too high. the China War of 1856, down to the 
date of the last Slave capture in May; 

Mr. SHEEHAN: Will the noble lord} 1897. 1 cannot at present tell the 
consider the desirability of in future {number of persons who will be included 
placing these tenders with Irish firms,}in the list when complete, but the 
whose serge is so superior— numbers in that portion of the list 








*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! + See (4) Debates, xcix, 1147. 
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covering the period from 1856 to 1860] to take any steps for the purpose of 
is about 3,090. The aggregate amount | making clear to the magistrates what 
available for distribution in respect of | their powers are. 

the period from 1856 to 1860 is £6,980. 

Only those officers and men of the) *THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
Royal Marines who did duty on board} THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
His Majesty’s ships are included in the | Ritcuiz, Croydon): I understand from 
list, those who acted in concert with | enquiries [ have made that the news- 
the Army at Canton, received prize| paper report which the hon. Member 
money out of the fund assigned to the | has sent me, and which forms the basis 
Army, and are dealt with by Chelsea ! of his Question is misleading, and that 
Hospital. I may add that it is hoped | the Justices refused a certificate in the 
that the list may be completed in about | case referred to because after careful 
two months from the present time, but | consideration they were not satisfied 
the work is exceedingly laborious and! that the applicant had a conscientious 





full of detail. | belief that vaccination would be pre 
| | judicial to the health of the child. The 
H.M.S. “Condor.” Chairman said that the mere utterance 


Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness): I! of a formula of objection was not suff- 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- | cient, especially considering the preva- 
alty, if he can state in what manner the | lence of smallpox in the neighbourhood. 
log-books of the missing ‘Cond lor” | The evidence necessary to satisfy the 
hive been received by the "Admiralty. | Justices of a conscientious objection is 

|a matter for their discretion, with which 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: A com-| I do not propose to interfere. 
plete copy of the log is forwarded | 
monthly from every ship. The logs! Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
of the “* Condor” up to the date of her borough): I beg to ask the Secretary 
departure from Esquimau t, have been | of State for the Home Department, if he 


received at the Admiralty. is aware that a’ the Ealing Petty Ses- 
sions, held on Thursday last, the 
Foreign Consuls at Pretoria. justices constituting the court informed 


Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes): | @n applicant for a certificate of exemp- 
[ beg to ask the Under Secretary of tion under the Vaccination Act that, 
State for Foreign Affairs, whether | before his application could be complied 
the Foreign Consuls acting officially in| with, he must show by doctor's certifi- 
Pretoria are now accredited to His|cate that one of his family suffered 
‘from some affection, or that vaccination 
‘had had a prejudicial effect on one of 

*Tyre UNDER SECRETARY of | them; and if he will adopt some means 
STATE vor FOREIGN AFFAIRS| of acquainting justices with their powers 
(Lord CranporNe, Rochester): Foreign | and duties under that Act. 

Consuls have no official position in the 

Transvaa and Orange River Colonies,; *Mr. RITCHIE: I know nothing of 
but the British Authorities attend to|this case beyond the terms of the 
any representations which they desire | Question which appeared on the Paper 
to make on behalf of their nationals. this morning. For reasons indicated 
in my answer a few minutes ago to 

Vaccination.—Exemption Certificates. |the hon. Member for South Leicester- 

*Mr. LOGAN (Leicestershire, Har- shire, I do not propose to issue any 
borough): I beg to ask the Secretary instructions to magistrates in this 
of State for the Home Department, if | matter. 
his attention has been directed to a case 
at the Beaconsfield Petty Sessions, in Police Reservists Pensions. 
which the justices refused a certificate; Mr. RAYMOND GREENE (Cambridge, 
of;exemption under the Vaccination Act, | Chesterton): I beg to ask the Secretary 
on the ground that smallpox was pre-|of State for the Home Department, 
valent ; and if the Government propose | whether the Police Reservists forfeit 


N 


Majesty’s Government. 
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any claim on the pension fund for| Sim HOWARD VINCENT: I will 
the years spent on active service ; and, | repeat the Question in ten days time. 
if so, whether he will provide that 
compulsory service in the army shall Smallpox in London. 
count as service entitling a police con-| Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent): | 
stable to his pension, and that there! beg to ask the President of the Local 
shall be contributed from the Con-| Government Board, whether he can 
solidated Fund such part of the pension | gtate the total number of cases of 
as shall be proportionately attributable | smallpox in the Metropolis since the 
to the period of active service. | present outbreak; and, whether it is 
‘the intention of the Government this 
*Mr. RITCHIE: It is the case that} session to bring in a Re-Vaccination 
in the event of Police Reservists return- Bill, in fulfilment of the pledge given 
ing to the Police Force after the end) by them in the session of 1898. 
of their military service the period of | 
service with the colours does not count) Tyr SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
for pension, though the constable can (;OVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
by the express provision of the Police [wson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): Accord- 
Act, 1890, reckon his previous service. | ing to the Registrar-General’s weekly 
I am not in a position to promise returns, 2,656 cases of smallpox were 


legislation on the lines suggested. notified in the Metropolis between Ist 
: ore June, 1901, and the 25th January last. 
Alien Immigration. With regard to the second paragraph 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, of the question, I cannot hold out any 
Central) : I beg to ask the President of | expectation that the Government will 
the Board of Trade if, having regard | introduce a Re-Vaccination Bill during 
to the inquiry of the Select Committee the present session. I am not aware 
on Alien Immigration throughout the | that any pledge was given in 1898 as 
sessions of 1888 and 1889, he will con-| to the ‘introduction of such a_ Bill, 
fine the reference to the new Com-|though the Government promised to 
mittee to ascertaining whether the! consider the matter. 
time contemplated in the Report of the 
former has come for legislation ; and) Mr. COGHILL: Is not the present 
if he will move for the nomination and | oythreak largely due to the invention 
appointment of the Select Committee of the “conscientious objector ” ? 
as soon as possible, so that it may. 


ae ee Sey. Mr. GRANT LAWSON: No, I think 


Tue PRESIDENT or THe BOARD | 2°*- 


or TRADE (Mr. Geratp Ba.rour,! , » ilatiaiae - 
Leeds, Central): I do not think it, SIR JOHN TUKE: I beg to ask the 
| President of the Local Government 


would be expedient, or even possible, | asl @ he wed condie tede 


to confine the inquiry in the manner | é pet fa ee ; 
suggested by my hon. and gallant | pediency of adopting in connection with 
eel With regard to the last part | the present outbreak of smallpox in 
of the Question, it has not yet been | London the methods for procuring 
id whet Eisen tho inquiry shall | ™ore general re-vaccination which were 
take. whether by Roval Commission or | 7e°"ted to successfully in Glasgow in 
Ridius Camseittes, — the year 1901, involving a house to 
house visitation of the community 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: As time! divided into manageable areas and the 
is pressing, will my right hon. friend | employment of all medical men willing 
hurry the matter on, so that an early | to assist in the matter. 
decision may be come to ? 





| Mr. GRANT LAWSON: It would be 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, | impossible to adopt the Glasgow plan 
I shall see that there is no unnecessary | throughout the whole of London at 
delay. | one and the same time, but my right 
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hon. friend has under consideration how 
far it might be practicable to adopt 
some such methods in particular areas. 


Organisations of Postal Employees. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that a telegraphist 
stationed at the Sevenoaks Post Office 
recently joined the Postal Telegraph 
Clerk's Association, and in consequence 
he has been subjected to annoyance on 
the part of the postmaster, and that he 
has been refused answers to official 
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Promotion among Newcastle 
Telegraphists. 

Mr. PLUMMER (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware 
that there are 38 telegraphists with an 
average service of 27 years waiting pro- 
motion at the Newcastle-on-Tyne Post 
Office; and whether, in view of this 
stagnation of promotion, steps will be 
taken to facilitate the same by enforcing 
in future the Civil Service regulation 
with reference to retirement at the age 
of 60 years. 





papers, being told that if he needed | 
anything he must apply to the associa- 
tion officials in London; and, whether, | 
in view of the repeated assurances that | 
telegraphists have full liberty of com- 
bination, the Postmaster General will 
investigate the circumstances with a/| 
view towards protecting this telegraphist | 
against official displeasure on account of | 
his connection with the men’s union. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General is aware of 
the circumstances referred to by the 
hon. Member, but he would not feel 
justified in enforcing the retirement of 
any efticient officers for the purpose of 
accelerating the promotion of others. 


Royal Engineer Telegraphists. 
Sir SAVILE CROSSLEY (Halifax): 


I beg to ask the Secretary to the 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1To| 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): From the full 
inquiry which has been made on this 
subject, it appears that the sorting clerk 
and telegraphist referred to is Mr. EF. | 
D. Charman. ‘This officer has frequently | 
been under notice in consequence of the | 
unsatisfactory performance of his duties, | 
chiefly in minor matters; but the Post- | 
master General is satisfied that the| 
reports made upon him by the Post- | 
master were not in any way due to his | 
connection with the Postal Telegraph 
Clerk's Association. Mr. Charman has 
not been refused answers to official 
papers, but there was some delay in 
communicating to him a recent decision 
of the Surveyor’s on an application from 
him; when, however, the decision was 
communicated on the 20th ultimo Mr. 
Charman expressed himself satisfied. 
The Postmaster General would regard 
with grave displeasure any unfavourable 
treatment of officers of the Department 
owing to their connection with any 
Society such as the Postal Telegraph 
Clerk’s Association and he is sure that 
the postmaster of Sevenoaks is well 
aware of this. 












| Treasury, as 


representing the Post- 
master General, whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that a 
number of telegraph; clerks now 
employed by the Post Office were 
previously attached to the Royal 
Engineers; whether jthe record of 
such service with the ¢olours is added 
to their Civil Service record when 
pensions are computed; and, if not, 
whether His Majesty’s Government will 
make arrangements that all such 
service for the State shall be counted 
for purposes of pension. 


| 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General is aware that 
a number of telegraphists now employed 
by the Post Office; were previously 
attached to the Royal |Engineers. Their 
service with the Colours cannot legally 
be taken into consideration in com- 
puting the civil persions awarded to 
them in respect of their Civil Service. 

Leicester Income |Tax Collection. 

Mr. LEVY : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, if he is aware that the 
Collector of Inland Revenue at Leicester 
has issued notices threatening proceedings 
against those whose Income Tax is not 

N2 | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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paid by the 9th instant ; and, whether, | 
seeing that it has been usual to defer | 


Questions. 


such notices to the end of February, | 
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Royal Irish Constabulary. 


Mr. M’GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


he can explain why the period for pay- / Lieutenant of Ireland, whether the Report 


ment is now curtailed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : As 
the Question only appeared on the Paper 
this morning, I have been unable to 
verily the facts, but assuming that they 
areas stated, they do not represent any 
departure from the usual 
Income Tax is by law payable on or, 
before the Ist January, and the in- 
structions to Collectors prescribe that 
if not paid within 21 days from delivery 
of the Demand Note, the Collector should 
issue a second notice intimating that, 
unless the amount be paid within ten 
days, it will be his duty to authorise 
the local Collector of Arrears to obtain 
payment without further delay. 


Junior Inspectors of Schools. 
Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W,): I 


heg to ask the Vice-President of the Com- | 


mittee of Council on Education, whether 
he will say how many Junior Inspectors 
of Schools have been appointed during 
the Parliamentary Recess ; and whether 
he will lay upon the Table a Return 
showing what experience as teachers in 
the kind of School they are appointed to 
inspect is possessed by the persons ap- 
pointed, if any. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University) : Twelve Junior Inspectors 
have been appointed during the Parlia- 
mentary Recess. The answer to the 
second paragraph of the Question is in 
the negative. 


Mr. YOXALL: I beg also to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education, whether certificated 
teachers, who are members of a British 
University and possess experience of the 
work customary in public elementary 
schools, may be candidates for the post of 
Junior Inspector of such schools ; and, if 
so, have any such been appointed since 
the grade of Junior Inspector came into 
existence. 


Sir J. GORST: The answer to both | 
uestions is in the affirmative. ae 


‘ 





practice. | 


of the inquiry into the claims of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary has been pre- 
'sented to the Government; will it be 
‘laid upon the Table ; and do the Govern- 
/ment intend to take any steps to carry 
/out the recommendations contained in 
‘the report ; and, if so, at what date. 


Tne CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
| LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
Report has been submitted to Govern- 
'ment. It will be presented to Parliament, 
| but no date can at present be assigned 
for its presentation. The Report is now 
/engaging the consideration of Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman undertake to present the 
Xeport to Parliament before he takes any 

| action on it 4 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman propose to place 
| any amount on the Estimates in connec- 
tion with this matter this year ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The recommenda- 
'tions contained in the Report are of 
great interest and are receiving very 
careful attention. It is because I do 
not see my way to asking for a con- 
siderable sum in the forthcoming 
Estimates that I have thought better 
to defer for the present any decision in 
respect to the question of presenting the 
Report to Parliament. 
Ogilby Estate, County Tyrone—Turbary 

Claims. 

|'iMr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
| Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, if he can 
| state whether the claims for turbary on 
| the Ogilby Estate, near Omagh, county 
Tyrone, have been disposed of, and if 
the rental is yet settled; oris delay in 
| selling to the tenants due to opposition 
| on the part of receiver or incumbrancers, 
| or because of insufficiency of staff of the 
| Commissioners; and is he able to ap 
| proximate a date when the sale of the 
| land to the tenants will take place. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The rental is not 
yet settled, nor can it be until the claims 
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for turbary have been disposed of. The | of Connemara; | end whether he will 
delay is not due to any of the causes | ‘state what are ‘the claims of the Crown 
assigned in the question, but solely to | lin this respect. | 

the action of some two or three tenants | | 

who have resisted the claims of the. | , 
remaining tenants to certain rights of | Mr. GERAL b BALFOUR: I will 
turbary. A notice is about to be served | #28Wer this question. The Crown is 


on the former requiring them to state prima facie the owner of the foreshore 
| below high water miark of ordinary 


their objections, which will then be) ~ a 9 oe 

adjudicated upon by the Judge and the } pee The pnts o ry taken 

settlement of the rental proceeded with. | PS ee See oe nes ee 
all cases in Corinemara and elsewhere, 


Mayo Postal Arrangements. where their attention has been called to 
Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to. yo claim or act inconsistent with such 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as | oe 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that for the past | Sentences on Irish Members. 
12 months there was a house to house) Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
delivery of letters on Monday, Wednesday, | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Friday, and Saturday each week to Ireland whether his attention has been 
the residents of the villages of Carra- called to the judgments delivered in 
hall, Rathnacreeva, Cloonflynn, Bally- | Dublin yesterdiy in reference to the 
taylor, Cortaphuill, and Parkashingaun, | sentences of imprisonment recently 
in the Ballyglass (county Mayo) postal inflicted on two Members of this House 
district ; but that at present letters are| and other citizens by two resident 
delivered only at houses within 300/ magistrates sitting at Gurteen and 
yards of the public road; can he give Ballinlough. Whether he is aware that 
any reason why the house to house) the Lord Chief Baron held that the 
delivery has been abandoned ; and will) magistrates had) no jurisdiction to hear 
he see that such practice 's again the cases or to sentence the accused. 
resumed as the non-delivery at each And, whether, in view of the issues 
house causes inconvenience to the  iny olved, he will lay copies of the judg- 
public. ments upon the Table of the House, 
and suspend the arrest and imprison- 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | ment of the aceused until the House 
There is a delivery of letters three has had an oppprtunity of considering 
days a week from the Ballyglass Post | the action of the Executive Government 
Office to places on the road referred in instituting these prosecutions before 
to by the hon. Member, and on a specially constituted Courts. 
fourth day of the week the postman | | 
delivers letters at the townlands, | 
mentioned. The Postmaster General) Mr. WYNDHAM: I have read news- 
is not aware that there has been any} paper summaries of the judgments 
recent change in the service, but he | delivered in the King’s Bench Division. 
will have inquiry made on the subject. | The decision of the magistrates was, 
According to recent returns the cost of | | it appears, upheld by three of their 
affording a more frequent service than | Lordships, the Chief Baron dissenting. 
that at present authorized is not | I will lay copies of the revised and 
warranted. | authorised reports of these judgments 
Fe soon as they can be procured. The 
Crown Rights on the Connemara Executive has no authority to arrest 
Foreshore. further legal proceedings consequent on 
Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway,Connemara): | a judicial decision of this character. 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for|The action of the Executive in insti- 
Ireland, whether the Board of Trade, |tuting the prosedutions was discussed 
representing the Crown, have taken any | on the Address, and can be challenged 
steps in the direction of pressing their} on several Votes included in the Esti- 
claims to the foreshore along the Coast | mates. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Water-| Mr. DILLON: The matter is an 
ford): Will the First Lord of the | extremely urgent one, because two hon. 


Treasury afford some early opportunity | 


for the discussion of this matter ? Cer- 
tain Members of this House are about 
te enter upon sentences which will 
condemn them to prison as ordinary 
criminals. 
has upheld the decision of the magis- 


| 


eriminals under this judgment. 


| put in prison 


Members of the House are going to be 
next week as common 


(ues- 


| tions regarding the action of the Execu- 


The Superior Court in Dublin | 
'the Chief Baron, 


trates, but the Lord Chief Baron has | 


held that these magistrates had no 
jurisdiction at all. The Chief Secretary 
has said that copies of these judgments 
will be laid upon the 
House, and | wish to ask the 


Table of the | 
First | 


Lord of the Treasury whether he would | 


afford an early opportunity for 


cussing the matter. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A.J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): I understand that there are two 
questions raised, which it is important 
to keep apart, but which may very easily 
be mixed up. One is the action of the 
Executive, which it is perfectly proper to 
discuss in this House. The other is the 
decision of the Court, which was not 
absolutely unanimous, but in which 
there was one high legal authority against 
the majority. The 
Zourt will be laid on the Table of the 
House ; but the judgment is not, I think, 
a proper subject for discussion, and we 


dis- | 


judgment of the | 


will give no facilities for that purpose. | 


The action of the Executive is, of course, 
always open to discussion, and the proper 
and convenient opportunity for the dis- 
cussion would, I think, be on the Chief 
Secretary's Vote. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That 
together depends upon when the Chief 


sion. If the right hon. Gentleman will 
put down Supply at once and put the 
Chief Secretary’s Vote down for consider- 
ation on the earliest possible day, that 
will meet my wish. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
gather that the matter is one of im- 
mediate hurry, because, as I understand 
it. whether the Executive were right or 
wrong in the action which they took, 
the sentence has been declared perfectly 
legal, and it cannot be interfered with. 


tive in issuing the summonses are to be 
raised, and illustrated by the judgment of 
who condemned the 
action of the Executive in the strongest 
possible language. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that it is impossible to put the judgments 
in the hands of Members for a few days, 
and perhaps hon. Gentlemen will allow 
me to consider the matter. 


Judge O’Connor Morris. 

Mr. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the ‘Treasury 
whether his attention has been called 
to a notice of Motion standing on the 
Paper in reference to his honour, Mr. 
O’Connor Morris, County Court Judge 
for Sligo and Roscommon? ; and whether 
he can afford facilities for its discussion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
attention has been called to the 
of Motion standing in the hon. Gentle- 
man’s name. I do not think the 
discussion of the observations of judges 
is a course which should be adopted 
hastily, and as a matter of fact, I do 
not think it should be adopted. It may 


Yes, my 
notice 


' console the hon. Member to remember 





that the learned Judge’s observations 
were directed, so far as I gather from 
the report, rather against the Govern- 


| ment than against the hon. Member. 


al- | 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: My hon. 


: night 3 ; | friend has not alluded to any particular 
Secretary's Vote willcome up for discus- : ‘ 


+ The noticeof Motion, which stood in the 
name of Mr. M’Hugh, was as follows: “ That 
this House resolve itself into a Committee of 
the whole House to consider the Report of an 
address delivered by Judge O’Connor Morris 
to the Grand Jury at Sligo on the 24th day of 
January, 1902, the complaints that have been 
made of the partisan character of that address, 
the action of the Grand Jury to whom it was 
delivered, the practice indulged in by his 
Honour of making pronouncements from the 
Bench in Sligo and Roscommon on questions 
of public policy, his Lordship’s publication of 
partisan brochures on the land question in 
Ireland, and his fitness to hear and decide 
appeals from courts of summary jurisdiction 
in agrarian cases.” 
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recent utterance. It has _ been “4 Pirated Musical Publications. 
notorious practice of this judge for) Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
years to write pamphlets. ley): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 


| Treasury if he will give during this 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | session special facilities for passing into 
cannot go into that question. |law a Bill having for its object the 
| prevention of the sale of pirated musical 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I wished | publications. 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | | 
whether he will afford facilities for the; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
consideration of the well-known practice | can give no undertaking such as the 


of this judge. | hon. Gentleman suggests. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I donot think I. New Procedure Rules. 
can afford facilities. | Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire): I 


| begto ask the First Lord of the Treasury 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is the| whether, in view of the proposed New 
right hon. Gentleman aware that never | Rules of Procedure in regard to public 
before has the Government denied the | business, he will appoint a Select Com- 
opportunity |mittee to consider and report what 
,changes it is desirable to make in 

* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! Standing Orders for Private Business in 
order to facilitate the earlier introduction 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: It has and progress of Private Bills; and also 





never been done before. whether he will consider the desirability 
; of appointing a joint Committee of the 
Town Tenants. | two Houses to consider and report on 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): the . whole question of Private Bill 
on behalf of the hon. Member for the! nt and oo fees charged in 
St. Patrick Division of Dublin, I beg | respect of saidei Ls. 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury,| -; nes - 
whether he will appoint a Town Hold- | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: _ The hon. 

| Member suggests | the appointment of 


ings Committee with a view to intro- | _ : | y 
duce legislation for the protection of | two Committees, ee less running 
ie  ciamiantlin concurrently, on the subject of Private 
Bill Legislation. I) quite understand the 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir; the|°biects of my hon. friend, and 1 
Government have no_ intention of | ee bee — gare . sone 
, : “loti : | help thinking that they would be better 
etapa legislation of this character. | asl eae if ys dhs Sivek: Seabed: hls 
ih | House consented, nd the other House 
Geecnntion. Semon - yen raat oe 
\ SW LT . ! rivate 1 ; segisla 1on, and 1 a 
lt NARMSHORT 1 bog to aks pra bol pg 
, | character as to prevent our making the 


state w it is i to ask the | . 
whether it is intended to ask the| necessary arrangemients to adapt Private 
representative heads of the various Non- : 


stent Meni: in tax Camel | Bill Legislation to the new rules, if the 
Ki, = eg . ppt wen ‘is C ont 'new rules are pass¢d, then perhaps the 
ag ay —" rae “ie aie (course suggested hy my hon. friend 
ies ledlagge 2 Ranga spe ' might with advanta'ge be adopted. 

Westminster Abbey ; andif so, to whom might with advantage be adopte 
the invitations will be extended. | Mr. RENSHAW : When will the 


' Committee be appointed ? 


Representative Nonconformists at the 








Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I am informed 
that it is intended thet invitations Mr. A. J. BALFQUR: I indicated in 
should be issued to representatives of | my speech in introducing the new rules 
Noneonformist bodies to such an extent |'that in my judgment it would be 








as the limit of space will render possible. ' desirable to have a  ienamersea to inquire 


| 
| 
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into the Private Bill Legislation of this 
House. If the view | expressed is shared 
by this House and by the other House, 
then I think the sooner such a Com- 
mittee is at work the better. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
cause to be prepared and circulated full 
information as to rulesin force in foreign 
legislatures for the punishment of 
members guilty of offences against order. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have tele- 


graphed for information on this subject. | 


but I do not know how soon it will 
reach me. 


INDISPOSITION OF THE SPEAKER. 
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, Gentlemen with whom I am associated, 
we shall be glad to fall in with the sug- 
gestion of the right hon. Gentleman. 





| *Mr. SPEAKER: Iam greatly obliged 
| to the House for its consideration, upon 
| which I hope I shall make no serious 
| demand. 
| 
| 
| 


(4.45.) NEW BILLS. 


GROCERS’ CERTIFICATES (SCOTLAND), 

Bill to amend the law of Scotland as 
_to Grocers’ Certificates, ordered to be 
| brought in by Sir James Fergusson, Mr. 
| Parker Smith, Sir Mark Stewart, and 
| Mr Shaw-Stewart. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN | 


(Stirling Burghs): | rise for the purpose 
of making an appeal, in which | think 


I shall be sympathised with by the’ 


whole House, an appeal to those who 
are interested in the question which is 
coming before us. Sir, I do not make 
this appeal by any means at your request, 
but rather, if | must be frank to the 
House, against your desire. The House 
is well aware that Mr. Speaker was 
indisposed yesterday, and I believe is 
not much less indisposed to-day. And, 
unfortunately, it has reached us that 
the Chairman of Ways and Means is also 
laid up, so that he cannot undertake to 
discharge his duty in the House. In 
these circumstances, as Mr. Speaker is 


in a condition of health which makes it | 
undesirable that he should be kept for | 


any great length of time in the Chair, | 
venture to appeal to those concerned on 
either side in the question which is 
about to be brought before us that they 
should endeavour to bring the debate to 
a close at an early hour, before dinner, so 
as to give the Speaker an opportunity for 
rest. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I join in the 
appeal of the right hon. Gentleman. It 
will be understood that if the House 
takes the course which he has suggested, 
and I am sure that they will take it, we 
shall adjourn as soon as the first ques- 
tion on the Paper has been disposed of. 


Mr. ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.): On 


behalf of those hon. 





‘| GROCERS’ CERTIFICATES (SCOTLAND 

“To amend the Law of Scotland as 
to Grocers’ Certificates,’’ presented, and 
read the first time: to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 12th February, 
and to be printed. [Bill 79.} 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ‘(SCOTLAND) 
AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the provisions of The 
Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1889, 
as to grants for medical relief and 
pauper lunatics, ordered to be brought 
\in by the Lord Advocate. Mr. Solicitor 
General for Scotland, and Mr. An- 
_struther. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the provisions of The 
| Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1889, 
jas to grants for medical relief and 
pauper lunatics,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 80.] 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND). 

Bill for the better protection of Fresh- 
water Fish in Scotland, ordered to be 
brought in by the Lord Advocate, Mr. 
Solicitor General for Scotland, and Mr. 
Anstruther. 





FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
“For the better protection of Fresh- 





water Fish in Scotland,” presented, and 
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read the first time ; to be read a second 


time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 81.] 


COUNTY COURTS. 


Bill to extend the jurisdiction of the | 


County Courts, and to amend the Acts 
relating or giving jurisdiction thereto, 


ordered to be brought in by.Mr. Holland, | 


Sir Alfred Hickman, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. 
M‘Kenna, and Mr. Schwann. 


COUNTY COURTS BILL! 

‘To extend the jurisdiction of the 
County Courts, and to amend the Acts 
relating or giving jurisdiction thereto,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Friday, 21st 
March, and to be printed. [Bill 82.] 


CANAL TRAFFIC. 


Bill to provide for the better regula- 
tion of Canal Traffic, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Holland, Sir John 
Brunner, Mr. Emmott, Mr. Field, Mr. 
Charles Hobhouse, Sir Alfred Hickman, 
Mr. Parkes, Mr. Joseph Walton, Mr. 
Whitley, and Mr. Wolff. 


CANAL TRAFFIC BILL. 


“To provide for the better regula- | 


tion of Canal Traffic,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read asecond 
time upon Friday, 21st March, and to 
be printed. [Bill &83.] 


TRADE UNIONS. 


Bill to amend the Law relating to 
Trade Unions, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Atherley-Jones, Mr. Abraham 
(Rhondda), Mr. Thomas Bailey, Mr. 
Bell, Mr. Burt, Mr. Channing, Sir 
Charles Dilke, Mr. Fenwick, Sir George 


Newnes, Mr. Pickard, Mr. D. A. Thomas, | 


and Mr. John Wilson (Durham). 


TRADE UNIONS BILL 
“To amend the Law relating to Trade 
Union,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 5th March, and to be 
printed. | Bill 84.] 


OLD AGE PENSIONS. 
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| 
| 
| 
' name of the lon. Member for Eantishire,,. 
will not be} in order, there having 
been Bills injroduced dealing with this 
question. | 
| 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): Upon a 
question of order, Sir, may I be allowed 
‘to submit that, although what is called 
a blockhouse system has been established, 
jit is, perhaps, possible to get through 
ithe line of a by a precedent 
created in 1891, to which I venture to 
‘refer you, Sir. It was a case in which 
the hon. Member for Nottingham sub- 
mitted a Resolution with regard to the 
question of local veto. There were, at 
that time, four Local Veto Bills upon 
the Paper—one for England, one for 
\Ireland, one for Scotland, and one for 
‘Wales, “he the question was raised 


_whether the hon. Member would be in 
order in mdving his Motion. Another 
‘hon. Membér, who was in charge of the 
English Bill, withdrew his Bill in order 
‘to enable the hon. Member for Notting- 
ham to proceed with his motion, and 
| Mr. Speaker Peel gave this ruling—- 

| “The Resolution as drawn is in very 
| general terms, and as it stands it applies to 
the whole Unjted Kingdom—England,Scotland, 
| Wales, and freland. <A few days ago there 
| were four Local Veto Bills before the House, 
| but the Bill for England has been withdrawn 
| so as to enable the hon. Gentleman te procced 
| with his Mation. As the Resolution stands, 
however, if jaflirmed by the House, it would 
prejudice th¢ consideration of other Bills, and 
|} especially of the Irish measure. It would 
| therefore be convenient if the hon. Member 
| were to confine the terms of his Resolution 
| to England] and this may be done by the 
{insertion of|the words, ‘in England.” That 
| would not only obviate every objection on the 
ground of anticipation, but the Motion would 
; not then prejudice any other Bills on the 
| Paper that the House may have ordered to be 
| read ona future day.” [(3) Debates ccelii., 1637.] 
The same} thing has happened here. 
Yesterday, a Bill, applicable to the whole 
(of the kingdom, was withdrawn, and I 
| venture tq submit that the only Bills 
;on the Paper now, are two Bills reterring 
'to England alone, and have no reference 
/to Scotland. It is quite true they are 
jin general] terms, but both the hon. 
Gentlemen) promoting those Bills are 
‘in the House, and are prepared to say 
| they only refer to England, and, there- 
fore, in drder to bring myself within 
the ruling of 1891, I beg to add to 


! 











Mr. SPEAKER: The first business{my Motion the words “in Scotland,” 
on the Paper, a Motion standing in the|so as to make it read as follows :— 
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“That, in the opinion of this House, a meas- 

ure is urgently required in order that out of 
funds provided by taxation, or by local rating, 
better provision may be made for aged subjects 
of His Majesty in Scotland.” 
I venture to submit that if those two 
words are added, the two Bills now 
standing on the Paper would not block 
this Motion. The Bills are not yet 
printed. The House will surely agree 
that, if the Bills had been printed, the 
precedent [ quoted wou'd have been 
app'icable, and the question therefore 
is, whether their not having been 
printed rules out the precedent. If that 
is so, it will be very unfair to Bills for 
Scotlandand Ireland, because any English 
Bill introduced, even though the Mem- 
bers promoting the measure were pre- 
pared to say it only applied to England, 
would block any other Bill for other 
parts of the United Kingdom. If, on 
the other hand, the mere act of printing 
a measure has any mechanical effect, then 
I should like to draw attention to the 
fact that a mere mistake of the printer 
might have a very serious effect on the 
legislation of the country. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: No, | think the 
hon. Member’s Motion is out of order. 
I can only look at the title of the Bill 
on the Paper. That would authorize 
the introduction of a Bill to cover all 
parts of the United Kingdom. The 
Bill may be so drawn and printed as 
to limit it afterwards, but I can only look 
at the Order Paper. If I must go into 
the question of what are the intentions of 
hon. Members, of what they conceive will 
be the extent and effect of their measures, 
I might be landed in extreme difficulty 
and confusion, because, in the case of 
some complicated Bills, it is not every 
hon. Member who is aware of the real 
scope of h’s Bill. The hon. Member’s 
Motion is out of order. 


ESTABLISHED CHURCH (WALES). 

*(4.55.) Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Car- 
narvon, Arfon): Before | move my 
Motion, I beg to state that I fully appre- 
c'ate the appeal that has been made by 
my right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition, and I will endeavour to do 
my utmost to respond to it. The Motion 
that stands in my name is in the best 
interests of the Welsh people and of the 
Church itself as it exists. In moving 


Mr. Black. 
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the Resolution I have no animus or 
spirit of hostility whatsoever towards 
‘the Church as a Church ; and however 
imperfectly I may deal with this im- 
portant matter, | deal with it in the 
full confidence that I have the majority 
of the Welsh nation at my back. The 
question is not the Church, but the 
State Establishment as distinguished 
from the Church. That Establishment 
is regarded by the Welsh nation as 
an incumbrance which should be re- 
moved, for the sake of the Welsh people 
and their religion. The English Church 
Establishment in Wales was never the 
/}Church of the people. It has been 
called an alien church, and so called not 
‘by Nonconformists but by distinguished 
Churchmen. I remember reading a 
very famous speech delivered by the 
late Dean Edwards of Bangor, one of the 
most distinguished of modern Church- 
men, at the Swansea Church Congress, 
in which he said that until the twelfth 
century the Church was the Church of 
Wales, but the Norman /orces, by filling 
Welsh Sees with strangers, by main- 
taining Harvey at Bangor by arms, 
by subjecting St. Davids to Canterbury, 
by banishing Gruffydd, by rejecting 
Giraldus Cambrensis for Peter de Leia 
and provoking the appeal of the 
Welsh Princes to the Pope, changed the 
Church of Wales into the Church in 
Wales. It is true, perhaps, that the 
outward organisation, the externals of 
that Church, have remained unbroken 
from very early times, but in reality 
‘there is no line of continuity irom the 
old British Church, and no real con- 
nection. Theold Church was subjugated 
‘by an Establishment wholly uncon- 
nected with it. A very great authority, 
Professor Freeman described the exact 
state when rejerring to Mr. Hadden’s 
* Councils and Ecclesiastical Documents 
relating to Great Britain and Ireland.” 
“We see a British Church and we see an 
| English Church, but they stand to one another 
| in no relation of identity, or even of parentage. 
|The tale is a tale of conquest. Between 
British and English Christianity there is ab- 
| solutely no continuity. British Christianity 
| is first displaced by English heathendom, and 
| it is then conquered by the Christianity which 
| England learned direct from Rome.” 


‘The result to the Church and reli- 
| gious institutions of Wales has been no 
| less than a calamity, destructive both 





381] 


to 1 
will 
abl 
the 


“ 
brot 
petu 
the | 
imp 
natu 
was 
suce 
of t 
thor: 
jects 
instr 
Dur 
Wal 
boul 
grat 
hatr 
that 
Pope 
bish« 
after 
appo 
Arch 
of tl 
by G 
Henr 

“ T 
of cou 
the n 
canno 
nor re 
preter 
us not 
souls, 
hot to 

“ W 
get fre 
carry | 

But 
Chur 
reforr 
bisho} 
Wales 
eather 
friar’s 
poor 
were 
St. As 
Was ni 





had 
functi 
Owen 
leader: 
statesr, 
appeal 
assista: 
aimed 


Wales 








380 


1s or 
wards 
wever 
s im- 
n the 
jority 
The 
t the 
iished 
iment 
on as 
ye Te- 
people 
hurch 
r the 
been 
2d not 
lished 
ng a 
y the 
of the 
iurch- 
gress, 
velith 
rch of 
filling 
main- 
arms, 
‘bury, 
ecting 
> Leia 
{ the 
d the 
‘ch in 
t the 
als of 
roken 
-eality 
m the 
1 con- 
igated 
1ncon- 
lority, 
exact 
dden’s 
ments 
id.” 
see all 
nother 
antage. 
ebween 
is ab- 
tianity 
m, and 
- which 


1 reli- 
Pen no 
» both 











| 


381 Established Church {4 FEBRUARY ite (Wales). 382 


to the Church and the Welsh nation. I | he wished to establish two universities. 
will also quote the words of the vener- | No wonder Shakespeare said of him: 
able Archdeacon Price, in his History of | « tp faith, he is a worthy gentleman ; 






the Ancient British Church :— Exceedingly well read, and profited 

“The subjugation of the Welsh Church | In strange concealments ; valiant as a lion, 
brought with it an awful evil which, per- And wondrous affial je; and as bountiful 
petuated through so many generations, down to | As mines of India.’ 


the nineteenth century, has rendered it almost a ' 
impossible for Welshmen to realise the true He had seen the effects of the gradual 


nature and origin of spiritual jurisdiction. It Conquest of Wales on the Church, the 
was the policy of the Norman kings and their | evils of that establishment, and the fearful 
successors to stamp ou‘ the national character | ahyse of spiritual power. 


of the Welsh people, with a view to their | Else? pe : Ber ib at 
thorough assimilation with their English sub- But we will pass on tg other times, 


jects. The episcopate in Wales was made the more congenial to the Welsh people, 
instrument in carrying out this policy.” in which |the English Church establish- 
During several centuries the bishops in ment had its one great chance— 
Wales were essentially a hostile garrison, | during the Tudors. The Tudors were a 
bound to the British Crown by ties of Welsh dynasty, and if the State could 
gratitude in the past and of common have conferred any blessing or benefit at 
hatred of the native Welsh. During all onthespiritual powers of the Church, 
that time there were petitions to the surely then was the time, when the 
Pope against the jurisdiction ot the monarchs jand the State were in sym- 
bishops. The Welsh princes made appeal | pathy withl the predilections of the Welsh 
alter appeal to the Pope against the | nation. It is true they did appoint 
appointment of alien bishops by the | Welsh - speaking bishops—the greatest 
Archbishop of Canterbury, and in one! bishops the Welsh Church has ever 
of those appeals, which was presented | had, great) scholars like Dr. Morgan 
by Giraldus Cambrensis, in the reign of | and Dr. Richard Davies. It was 
Henry III., they complained :— by Dr. Morgan, assisted by other 
“The Archbishop of Canterbury, asa matter | Scholars, that the Bible was produced in 
of course, sends us English bishops ignorant of Welsh; but, it should not be forgotten 
vm crags ee mon, Be ie oe ate | that they wére compelled to this task by 
rannot preac > Wor 20ple ‘ | ne : 
ue retaibe thay piety My but seughi tinker. a Statute of| Elizabeth (1562). Let it be 
peters. These bishops, as they neither love | remem bered|also that it was the layman 
usnor our land, seek not the welfare of our | William Salesbury who translated the 
souls. Their ambition is to rule over us and New Testament ; that he received no aid 
not to benefit us.” ie ; sila . 
“What they can lay their hands upon, or trom Churel| or dignitary, and that it 
get from us, whether by right or wrong, they | Wa8 the farmers of Llansannan who 
earry into England.” 'entered with him into a bond for its 
But all these appeals were useless. ‘The publication in 1567. That bond may be 
Church alienated the people, and the | seen to-day in Gwysaney Library. How- 
reformers burnt the cathedrals and the | ever, the Bishops rendered priceless ser- 
bishops’ palaces. The religious life of | Vice notwithstanding the tact that 26 
Wales had fled from the churches and | Years elap-ed after the Statute before 
cathedrals into the monasteries and_ their translation of the Bible was pub- 
friar’s houses, where the religion of the | lished. W as |t used by the people? It 
poor was taught and lived. Wh | lay comparatively idle until the Noncon- 
were the Cathedrals of Bangor and | formist revival of the 17th and 18th 
St. Asaph burnt ? Because the Church | Centuries. The Protestant Reformation, 
was not the Church of the nation, and | during the Tudors did not penetrate 
had not discharged the important deeper than the official mind of Church 
functions which make a nation great. and State. It\did not reach the Welsh 


Owen Glyndwr was the last of the great | people. 
leaders of Welsh nationality. He was a I maintain! therefore, again, that 
statesman and a scholar, who made an} wherever you read, wherever you 
appeal in 1406 to the King of France for| study the history of the Welsh 
assistance to further his schemes. He /| nation, there| you will find that this 
aimed at restoring the independence of |Church, which has been said to be 
Wales and of the Welsh Church, and|the National Church, the Church of 
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Wales, has not really touched the people. 
If it had, would the Bible have been 
neglected for well nigh 150 years 
before the great stream of Welsh feeling 
took it up? Of course, there were able 
Churchmen who, by means of this 
translation, fostered schools—men like 
Griffith Jones, and others—but that 
was after the awakening of Nonconfor- 
mity. And when that awakening came, 
what did we see in Wales? That only 
the landlords and the Church dignitaries 
had reaped the benefit of Protestantism 
and the Reformation. So the Reform- 
ation produced, as far as the Welsh 
people are concerned, little or no popular 
excitement. It was aseries of Statutes 
drawn up by lawyers, and that practically 
constituted the reformed church, as far as 
Wales was concerned. It created no 
religious movement among the people 
whatsoever ; they seemed to be plunged 
in a deep slumber, and they were not 


stirred by the Protestantism of this 
Tudor Church. The Establishment, 
therefore, simply continued the old 


wrong under a new system. It vouchsafed 


no attention to individuals like John 
Penry, who, touched with a_ vital 
religious spirit, tried to move the 


Welsh people to the flagrant abuses 
of the Church. But John Penry paid 
the penalty of this religious awakening. 
He was executed, and the man who 
signed his death-warrant was Whitgift, 
Archbishop of Canterbury. Apart from 
exceptional parishes and clergy there 
was a dearth of spiritual earnestness 
in the Established Church. 
regard to the teaching of this so-called | 
National Church of Wales, what did | 
churchmen say! I would remind the | 
House that 1 bring no quotations or | 
facts from any Nonconformist documents | 
whatever ; all the facts I have already | 
given are from the literature, or the 
speeches, or the books of churchmen, 
and I shall pursue that course to the end. 
What does Dr. Lewis Baily, the Bishop of 
Bangor, in 1643, say of place after place 2? 


‘There is never any preaching here ; there 
have been only two or three sermons in a 
twelvemonth.” 


Dr. Erasmus Saunders, nearly a hundred 
years later, in “A View of the State 
of Religion in the Diocese of St. Davids,” 
showed how deplorable was the material | 


Mr. William Jones. 
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| and spiritual condition of the Church in 
| Wales. He said— 
| «The churches were decayed, and do only 
| serve for the solitary habitations of owls and 
| jackdaws.” 
| One glimmering of something good you 
will find. There was one lay impropriator 
/or his tenant who had let one of these 
‘decayed churches to the neighbouring 
Dissenters. And it was these neighbour. 
ing Dissenters who fanned the spiritual 
,life of Wales into a flame that has 
kept burning to this day. Then there is 
the testimony of Vicar Pritchard, himself 
'a good churchman, and Griffith Jones 
of Llanddowror, but I pass them by 
-with this remark made by Griffith 
J ones— 

‘* That the people would not starve their souls 
to death for the sake of conforming, if their 
pastor (whose voice perhaps they do not 

| know, or who resides a great way from them) 
| will not vouchsafe to deal out unto them the 
Bread of Life.” 

This condition of things was aggravated 
by the fact that the population at that 
time were, by race and language, dis- 
tinguished from those who ruled them, 
and still more by the fact that the 
Bishops and other dignitaries of the 
Church, who formed the more educated 
portion of the Welsh clergy, exercised 
little control for good in their spheres 
of influence. 

What was the result? The rise of 
Nonconformity, in 1639, with the first 
organised cause in Wales—it genesis, its 
growth and its ever-continuing progress. 
If hon. Gentlemen would like to read the 


With ! account of a most important epoch 


of Welsh history, let them read the 
portion between 1700 and 1830. That 
was the period of the real reformation 
of the people, commencing with the 
advent of the great nonconformist 
missionaries and preachers. Who were 
they? Most of them were clergymen 
who had become sick and tired of the 
absence of ministrations from the Church, 
who resented the cold clammy fingers 
of the Etablishment, who said that the 
Establishment chilled the hearts of Welsh- 
men. These were the people who made 
a great secession from the Church 
similar to the great secession in Scotland. 
Howell Harris, Daniel Rowlands, William 
Williams,of Pantycelyn, David Jones,and, 
at alater period, Thomas Charles, of Bala, 
were some of them. Some of them were 
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scholars from Oxford, and had been | most glaring facts in the country at this 
ordained as clergymen, but, because the | time, and these Luxmoores received over 
Church did not ministert to the people | £25,000 out of a total income for the 
of Wales, they left the Church and | whole diocese of about £39,000. That 


went into the wilderness. But they | 
did not long remain in the wilderness. 
Chapels were built along the country- | 
side, on hill and in dale, and whereas 
at the beginning of the 18th century) 
there were about 35 Nonconformist | 
chapels, at the end of the 19th century 
there were nearly 4,000, built by the 
people themselves. There was a notable 
period contemporaneous with the 
Hanoverian in England. For nearly 
170 years there was not a single Welsh- | 
speaking Bishop appointed in Wales. 
Here are the words of Dean Edwards— 
‘For 150 years every teacher whose name 
lives in the hearts of the Welsh people has | 
heen almost without exception a Noncon- 
formist. . . . Of the clergy, those who were 
educated knew no Welsh, and those who knew 
Welsh were not educated . . . Those who had 
something to say could not say it so the people, 
and those who could say it had nothing to 
say. 
Another writer tells us that from the 
time of George |., down to 1870, none of 
the Bishops appointed to the 4 Welsh | 


seas were able to preach effectively 
in Welsh. The English Bishops took 


with a view to 
Take for instance 


Welsh appointments 
English preferment. 
these facts. George I. appointed six 
bishops to Welsh sees; all were 
translated to England. George II. 
appointed 21 bishops, 15 of whom were 
translated to England; and George III. 
appointed 23 bishops, of whom 11 were 
translated to England. But that was) 
not all. Clerical absenteeism was one 
of the greatest abuses. The Bishops | 
of Llandaff were absentees from 
1706 to 1820—for over acentury. Mem- 
bers might be much diverted by reading | 
letters from some of these absentee | 
Welsh bishops, from the Lake District 
in Cumberland. Those were not the 
pastors of the people, but the noncon- 
formist preachers, who, without money 
or tithe sacrificed themselves, and tra- 
versed the land with the eyes of true 
spiritual shepherds. Then, the system 
of pluralities was rampant. Everybody 


knows the notorious case of Bishop 
Luxmoore, who appointed many Lux 
moores to 


Asaph. 


the 


Nepotism 


best livings in St. 
was one of the 





was the Church of the nation ! 
Sir, this rise of Nonconformity was 
the new birth of a nation in a real 


'sense, was tlle offspring of the Noncon- 


formist revival. Then it was that the 
people were| moved by the sanctity of 
religion, and the great Nonconformist 
preachers who led them were the heroes 
of the Welsh peasantry—the heroes who 
stirred and | quickened the people to 
great acts of faith, of principle, and of 
conviction. | What has been the result 
of that movément ? One very important 
teature of the movement in Wales, in 
eontradistinetion to other countries of 
{urope is that whereas in them the re- 
naissance preceded the religious reforma- 
tion, in Wales the intellectual revival 
followed the awakening of the religous 
spirit of the people by the Nonconformist 
reformation. The fruits of that in- 
tellectual revival were the preservation of 
our native language, which was dying in 
the cathedrals, the literary activity of the 
peasantry in Wales, the rise of periodical 
literature, and the demand for education 
—which the Unionist Government sought 
to satisfy | because they recognised the 
demand asinational. But the great factor 
of all was, the religious faith of the people. 
This led to the development of an extra- 
ordinary /mental activity among the 
people of Wales. Go where you like 
amongst the workmen of Wales, the 
quarrymen, and miners, and shepherds, 
and what do you find? Even during 
their dinner-hour you will not find them 
discussing sports and racing news, but 
rather sermons, political speculations, and 
educational topics. 

I know what Churchmen say to day. 
They say to Nonconformists—You have 
brought about a religious revival, you 
have quickened the life of the nation, 
while we are ashamed of the lethargy of 
our teachers. But you cannot go much 
further. We have all the means of 
organisation for developing and adminis- 
tering religious movement. We possess 
the scholarship and the intellectual equip- 
ment for moulding the future of Wales. 
I say “nay ”’ to every one of those pleas. 
They say that our ministers are only 
semi-educated, and that they have no 
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knowledge of theology; they say that 


the convictions of our ministers are not | 
strong enough to influence their lives or | 


their choice of religious systems; they 
also say that our ministers have not the 


higher virtue of sacramental grace and | 
of sacramental authority which is derived | 
But | 
Who | 
are the foremost to-day in the field of | 
biblical criticism, in the field of literature, | 
in the field of periodical literature, and in | 


in the lineage of Apostolical orders. 
who are the best scholars to-day ? 


every field of scholarship and education ? 


Why, the greatest writers on these | 
subjects are Nonconformists. Has any | 


Church dignitary, whether bishop or dean, | 


ever written anything like the “ Essay 
on the Atonement” by Dr. Lewis 


Edwards, an essay which Bishop Thirwall | 
described as the finest treatment of the | 
any | 


subject he had ever seen. Has 
Churchman in Wales ever written any 
thing like the “Commentary on the 
Corinthians,” by the late 


sy 


i. C. Edwards, which is classed by the 


most distinguished divines with 
works of Lightfoot and Westcott. Who | 


is the the 


minister. And yet Church leaders say 


that we, as Nonconformists, have not the | 


mould the 
this 
Nonconformist 


organise. They 


necessary to 
Wales! In 

the Free 
began to 


equipment 
future of 

awakening 
Churches 
started 


the Welsh people have received a dis- 


cipline which prepared them to fill public | 
offices and to administer successfully local | 
But what else is | 


government in Wales. 
there ? Sunday Schools have flourished, 
and there is a noticeable absence of crime. 
The 
£200,000 every year for Welsh native 
literature. We have in the 
language 32 magazines and 25 news 
papers, and how many of those are in 
hands of the Church people! Quite five- 
sixths are in the hands of the Noncon- 
formists. Besides these, we have two 
quarterly magazines, two bi-monthlies, 
28 monthlies, and 25 weeklies. <A 


Welsh layman, the great Noncon- | 
formist, Thomas Gee, brought out 


“(;wyddoniadur, ’ a Welsh Encyclopedia, 
which has gone through two editions 
Mr. William Jones. 


{COMMONS} 


Principal | 
the | 
best Hebrew and Semitic | 


scholar of his year at Oxford to-day?) 
Why, a young Welsh Noncomformist | 


religious | 


their monthly and quarterly 
meetings, and the result has been that | 


Welsh peasantry are now paying | 


Welsh | 
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{and upon which he spent £20,000§ 
which was only reimbursed to him just 
before his death, and this layman was 
| said by a late Dean to have done more 
for Wales than all the Bishops and 
Chapters put together. In the moulding 
of modern Wales, Nonconformity is 
the great spiritual force. Bishop Jayne 
said with epigrammatic smartness that 
Nonconformity is all very well, but it 
is a mere parenthesis in the history of 
a nation. | would reply that the 
| parenthesis developed into the most 
important chapter in the history of the 
Welsh people. Bishop Jayne also said 
there were many friends of the Church 
amongst the people of Wales who were 
afraid to speak their minds, and he 
said— 

_ “Jet them whisper their secret in the ballot 
box.” 

Well, the Welsh people have whispered 
in the ballot box, not their secrets, but 
the message of the whole nation, and 
they havesent an overwhelming majority 
to this House to ask that the Establish- 
ment should cease. I do not want to 
be unfair to the Church. The Church 
in Wales has been revived, and there 
has been true Church reform there, and 
it is still reforming I am glad to say. 
J am sure that every true-hearted Welsh- 
man, whether Nonconformist or Church- 
man, is glad of it. They have the 
| assurance of our own gratification, and 
let them prosper. The Church has 
received its lessons from the work which 
has been done in Wales by voluntary 
effort, and clergymen are known to work 
successfully in towns where they receive 
no tithes. Let them do more of this, 
and let it continue, for the voluntary 
isystem will make the Church better 
and nobler. New buildings have been 
erected, cathedrals have been restored, 
and the clergy are multiplying. Many 
flagrant abuses have been remedied, 
although there are some subtle forms 
still remaining. Against some of these 
'there has been a revolt of the clergy in 
|St. Asaph diocese. That was two 
| years ago, and it makes very interesting 
|reading. It seems that the Bishop had 
| been— 


| 


“ Pursuing without restraint a policy which 
must sooner or later be fatal to the position ot 
he Church in Wales. 


t 
I am quoting from the Record, which | 
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believe is a Church newspaper. 
report goes on— 

“The hope of the four Welsh dioceses is 
bound up with their recognition of the Welsh. 
Steadily to anglicise the Chureh by pushing 
forward young and extreme men_ but little 
skilled in the vernacular, is suicidal.” 

There was a memorial got up and ad- 
dressed to the Bishop, signed by 75 out 
of the 206 beneficed clergy of the diocese. 
These clergymen were not the poor clergy 
who were thinking of themselves, but 


they were those who had the higher , 


preterments in the diocese of St. Asaph. 
One of them was Archdeacon Mont- 
gomery, and another was Archdeacon 
D. R. Thomas, the historian of St. 
Asaph. When it was forwarded to the 
Bishop, it was explained that most of 
the clergy approved of it, but many 
had declined or asked to be excused 
signing it, on the ground that it would 


be injurious to their interests and 
hopes of preferment. The Bishop in- 
sinuated that the memorial was the 


work of disappointed hunters for pre- 
ferment, and yet he declared that he 
had given or offered preferment to 30 
out of the 75. It is a striking fact that 
some of the most prominent memori- 
alists have been promoted by the Bishop 
himself ; for instance, the Rector of Hope, 
£460 and a house; the Rector of 
Marchwiel, £550 and a house; Vicar 
of Colwyn Bay, £476 and a house ; the 
Vicar of Rhyl, £423 anda house. The 
Bishop read a letter from the Rector of 
Marchwiel declining to attend a meeting 
at Wrexham, in which he said— 

‘Tn the absence of all explanation, justifica- 
tion or apology, for the slanderous insults you 
have heaped upon nie and mine, I must decline 
the invitation. The only kind of meeting you 


deserve at my hands is the national one of cud- 
gelling with a wild ash stick. 


That is a nice state of affairs in the! 
St. Asaph diocese. Of course, the words 
in Welsh are much more vigorous. They | 
are pastwn onen wullt. Then the very 
chaplain of this Bishop was going to 
resign. 

That revolts, 
more 


was one oi the 
there was another and 
one—a revolt of the best Welsh | 
scholars of the Church, men who! 
sympathise with the factor of Welsh | 
nationalism, and long to co-operate | 


but 
. | 
serious | 


{4 Fepruary 1902} 
This | 


only remedy. 
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of the Diocesan School of Divinity at 
Bangor, the Vicar of Bangor, the Vicar 
of Welshpool, and the Vicar of Llanidloes, 
declaring their object to be— 


*To put an end to the present intolerable 
sithiation, and to the disastrous conflict which 
is at present destroying our national unity 
and impairing our spiritual life.” 

How did they propose to carry out their 
object} By— 

‘*Constituting the ancient British Church 
into a separate province, entirely distinct from 
Canterbury, and so restoring to her her ancient 
national character. 


They went on to say— 


* At present our leaders in the Church and 
Conservative Party are bewildered by the 
national awakening which we see on all sides 
in politics, in literature, in education. The 
whole stream of national revival is flowing 
past us.” : 
There is an admission for Churchmen to 
mike! I would give another quotation, 
from that most eloquent preacher Arch- 
de,con Howell. In a sermon at St. 
Margaret's a few years ago he said— 


“The weakness of the Church in Wales is 
due to the fact that so much of the best blood 
of the nation no longer runs in her veins. It 
is sheer folly to hide from ourselves the fact, 
that the most vigorous life of the Welsh people 
no longer wells forth from the heart of the 
Welsh Church. What is the exact proportion 
of the people to be found within and without 
the Church, isa matter of secondary importance. 
Far more important is the fact that so large 
a portion of the vigour and enthusiasm of the 
Welsh people is in full activity outside the 


| Church.” 


There is a desire amongst the best 
Churchmen to co-operate and _ partici- 
pate’ in the full life of the nation 
unchecked. Disestablishment is the 
The future hope of the 
Church in Wales is Disestablishment. 
The Church of Ireland, after being dis- 
established, is more effective and more 
spiritual in her work. I was going te 
quote the words of the lion. and gallant 
Gentleman the Member for North 


| Armagh, who is an office-bearer in the 


Church. He said he regretted that he 


| had voted against the Disestablishment 
| of the Irish Church, and that if he could 


he would now undo what had _ been 
done, because the believed the Irish 
Church at the present moment was 
stronger and more spiritual than it ever 
was before. A strange and curious fact 


with the Nonconformists. A manifesto | is that the Anglican Church has never 
was signed or approved by the Warden laid hold of any Celtic people. It tried 





391 Established Church 


its ministrations in Scotland and failed ; 
it tried in Ireland and failed; the Irish 
people got a remedy in Disestablishment. 
It tried in Cornwall and failed, though 
the Wesleyans have flourished there. 
Ought not Churchmen to join the Non- 
conformists and ask for the Disestablish- 
ment of this encumbrance on the life of 
the Church? As has been said, take 
away the privileges of the Church, take 
away if you will her ‘endowments, but 
give her back a-living ministry that can 
win the hearts of the Welsh people. 
We claim, in the words of my right 
hon. friend the Member for East Fife, 
who has done so much for this question, 
to be engaged in the holy and sacred task 
of redeeming the cause of religion, and 
of the Church itself, from obstacles and 
einbarrassments which in the eyes of the 
Welsh people impede and discredit it. 
The Church has hopes, Nonconformists 
have hopes in the future Church. Let 
both Churehmen and Nonconformists 
give their full contribution to the life of 
the nation. Without any of the trap- 
pings of State Establishment, with no 
preteysions to superiority, but with 
concord and harmony, removing bitter 
sectional strife, let them work to- 
gether for a Church truly national— 
making it more Catholic than Anglican, 
more Spiritual than Erastian, and more 
Christlike in all. 


*(5.35.) Mr. ALFRED THOMAS (Gla- 
morganshire, E.): In  seconding the 
Motion, I have in the first place to thank 
the hon. Member for Waterford for agree- 
ing to the proposal made yesterday, in re- 
gardto the discussion of thenew Procedure 
Rules, and thus giving the Welsh Mem- 
hers this opportunity of bringing for- 
ward the question now before the House. 
We have listened to a speech this after- 
noon which will enhance the reputation 
of my hon. friend the Member for Arfon. 
I have had the opportunity of listening 
to many speeches on this subject, but I 
never heard the historical side of the 
argument putas it has been to-day with 
so much grace and lucidity. It is said, 
however, by many of those who oppose 
the Motion, that the desire for Disestab- 
lishment is lessening in Wales. Well, 
the wish may be father to the thought, 
but the people who are competent to give 
an opinion on that are of quite a different 


Mr. William Jones. 


{COMMONS} 
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opinion. The Bishop of Llandaff in the 

eriticism which he made of a speech 
I delivered at Pontypridd some time ago 
was of a different character. He said the 
question was well to the front amongst the 
Welsh Members at least, and that it was to 
them the one great question. It is a 
question similar to the one that brought 
about the greatest majority the Liberals 
have obtained during modern times. In 
1868, the election was fought on the 
question of the Disestablishment of the 
Irish Church. The question of the 
“predominant partner’ was not men- 
tioned in connection with that question, 
for I find that the Liberals of England 
and Wales had a majority of 42. I 
venture to say that, if we were to fight 
the next general election on a similar 
motto—if we substituted for the Irish 
Church the Welsh Church, we would 
also bring about a grand majority. In 
1868 it brought into this House one of 
the greatest patriots that ever appeared 
in it, in the person of the late Henry 
Richards. I am very glad that my hon. 
friend has been radical enough to depart 
from the old form of Resolution that the 
Church of England in Wales has failed to 
accomplish its objects, and that he has 
_moved— 

‘“‘That, in the best interests of the Welsh 
nation and of the Church, the State Establish- 
ment of the Church of England in Wales should 
cease to exist. 

| My position is that it is not a question of 
| success or want of success. As far as the 
‘majority in Wales are concerned, it is 4 
question of principle If the Church of 
England in Wales contained within its 
pale every inhabitant of Wales from my 
point of view, the case for Disestablish 
'ment would be quite as strong as it 1s 
now. I believe the Established Church 
in Wales is as successful as any Established 
Church can be, but I would ask if an 
Established Church ever was successful. 
My reading of history has not informed 
me of a single instance, and as far as we 
are concerned in Wales it has not been 
sucessful. 


Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) : The 
Scottish Church is a great example at the 
present time. 


*Mr. ALFRED THOMAS: The Church 
in Scotland is not Anglican. There are 4 








is 
fol 
$a} 
tio 
bee 
vel 
ina 
an 
Cel 
say 
of | 
En; 
app 
dev 
mal 
The 
any 
We 
buil 
well 
the 
Carc 
little 
a su 
heig] 
is th 
when 
Wale 
Was a 
histo 
ducte 
Bisho 
None 
incide 
Bishoy 
never 
men. 
uniqu 
Anglic 
their | 
same 1 
every 





Disest 
are No 
Nonco1 
Posed t 
are o 


I believ 


for the 
cans w 








392 


in the 
speech 
me ago 
said the 
gst the 
; was to 
It is a 
ought 
Liberals 
es. In 
on the 
of the 
of the 
{ men- 
uestion, 
ingland 
7 me | 
to fight 
similar 
ie Irish 

would 
ity. In 
» one of 
ppeared 
Henry 
ny hon. 
» depart 
hat the 
failed to 
he has 





e Welsh 
stablish- 
es should 


stion of 
ras the 
it is a 
urch of 
thin its 
rom my 
stablish 
as it 1 
Church 
iblished 
ck if an 
ocessful. 
rformed 
ir as we 
ot been 


ae The 
e at the 


Church 
re are 4 











393 Established Chure’ {4 FepruaRy 1902} (Wales). 394 


number of people even in Scotland who | would do well. But the State Church 
do not belong to the Establish Church. | arrogates to itself a status which is in- 
sulting to Nonconformists, and we are 
*Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clarkmannan | determined that that inequality shall be 
and Kinross): The majority of the | removed as soon as possible. 
Scotch people do not belong to it. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
*Mr. ALFRED THOMAS: I think that | ‘‘ That, in the best interests of the Welsh 
is 2 complete answer to the hon. Member | nation and of the Church, the State 
for Dumbartonshire. I have at once to | establishment of the Church of England 
- say that many of the scandals in connec | in Wales should cease to exist.”-—(Mr. 
tion with the Established Church have | William Jones) : 
been amended. I would say that we are | 
very grateful to the Bishop of Llandaff,| Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Herts, St. 
inasmuch as he has never appointed | Albans): I am sure that everyone in 
an English-speaking incumbent in a/| this House, and certainly all those on this 
Celtic-speaking district. I have to) side of the House, must recognise the 
say thankfully that there are many | grace, the power, the charm and in many 
of the rank and file of the Church of | respects the moderation of the hon. Mem- 
England for whom I have the highest | ber who moved the Resolution ; but I 
appreciation as regards their zeal, their | should like the House not to be led 
devotion to duty, and the sacrifices they |away by his eloquence into missing the 
make in carrying out of their office. | fact, that almost all of his speech was 
Their conduct might be an example to} devoted to the historical aspects of the 
any branch of the Christian Church. | question, which must be admitted 
We have heard something about the almost in foto by anyone who is against 
building of new churches. We are quite | Disestablishment. If Disestablishment 
well aware of that. That is especially |is desirable in Wales, what is one of 
the case in the large centres such as|the chief grounds on which the case 
Cardiff, where I live. Where they have | should be based? It is, that the Church 
little or no tithes, the Church has been | is not doing its duty now. It is not 
a success, but just in the ratio of the| surely because the Church dispossessed 
height of their tithes, so in reverse ratio} Giraldus Cambrensis, or did this or 
isthe success of the Church. Last July, | that in the twelfth century. That was 
when one of the most prominent sons of | extremely interesting to listen to, and 
Wales, Principal ViriamuJones,died,there | we can all echo the quotation from 
was a memorial service which will become | Shakespeare which the hon. Member 
historical, and among those who con-| recited showing that Owen Glyndwr 
ducted the devotional services were the | was a very “worthy gentleman, and 
Bishop of Llandaff, and three of his | exceedingly well read.” 
Nonconformist brethren. That was an 
incident unequalled in Wales, and the} *Mr. WILLIAM JONES: I ask for 
Bishop's conduct on that occasion will} Disestablishment because the State Es- 
never be forgotten by his fellow-country- | tablished Church in Wales is not a 
men. Why should that incident be| National Church, and never has been 
unique ? If you go to Canada you find|a National Church. 
Anglican clergymen associating with 
their Nonconformist brethren, and the} *Mr. VICARY GIBBS: These are 
same was the case in Australia, and in | ‘“‘ Words, words, mere words;’’ what we 
every State in America. We ask for| want isfacts. What we want to know is 
Disestablishment on the ground that we | the number of Churchmen in Wales, and 
are Nonconformists. And why are we | that is wha tthe hon. Gentleman and his 
Nonconformists ? Because we are op-| friends will not permit us to ascertain. | 
posed to the State control of religion, and | remember when, nine years ago, the 
are opposed to a State Establishment. | right hon. Member for Kast Fife moved 
[believe Disestablishment would he good | his Suspensory Bill, his argument was 
for the Church, and that if the Angli-|that the Church had never been in 
tans would only trust their people they|touch with the Welsh people. The 


O 
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attack on the Church at that time! 
/not indicate what, for the purposes ot 


was in fact that the Church was 


{COMMONS} 


getting the people away from Noncon- | 


formity right and left. 
BERS: Oh, oh !} 
can quote an insolent letter written 
by a clergyman to his bishop, we can 
quote letters to show how the Church 


been falling off. I merely make that 
point as an answer to the hon. Member 
when he says, as an argument for 
disestablishment, that there has been 
a dispute between a certain clergyman 
and a certain bishop. The hon. Gen- 
tleman told us that there was great 
literary power amongst Nonconformists, 
that it exceeded the literary power of 
the men belonging to the Church. I 


jHon. MeEn- | 
If the hon. Member | 


do not enter into historical comparisons | 
' occasion, or if I refrained from expressing 


of that kind, but the speeches of both 
the proposer and the seconder of the 
Resolution, although moderate and 
reasonable, shirked the real question 
which divides the two parties on this 
matter. They did not touch,the subject 
of disendowment at all. That is a 
material thing, the hon. Members evi- 
dently consider, and not a spiritual. The 
hon. Member who seconded the Motion 
mentioned the interesting fact that the 
feeling between the Church and Non- 
conformity in Wales is improving; but 
that is no argument for disestablish- 
ment. I maintain that the Church is 
continuing to do its. work well in Wales. 
What happened in 1749 or for years 
afterwards is neither here or there. 
No one denies that the Church 
neglected its work in Wales: so it did 
in England. No one denies that a 
great stimulus has been given to the 
Church by the spiritual work of Non- 
conformity. We welcome it, and are 
glad of it; but that is no argument for 


disestablishment, and for taking away | 


the material advantages of which the 
hon. Members are so scornful, but 
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geographical question, 
disestablishment, is to be included in 
Wales. I have no right to speak on 
this question as a member of the Church 
in Wales; but the Church in England 
and the Church in Wales are one and 
indivisible, and the two must necessarily 


is increasing and Nonconformity has and logically stand or fall together. 


#(5.53.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): It is’ 


now many years since this question was 
debated in this House; and, as at that 
time it fell to my lot to be the mouth- 
piece of the Government in the only 
practical proposal ever yet subinitted to 
Parliament for the disestablishment and 
disendowment of the Church of England 
in Wales, I think it would not be right 
if I were altogether silent on the present 


the grounds upon which I still retain with 
as much conviction and emphasis as 
before the opinions I then sought to 
convey. Hon. Members who support this 
Resolution might be well content with the 
controversy as it stands, and with a 
comparison of the speech of the mover of 
the Resolution and the reply which has 
just been made by the hon. Gentleman 
on the other side of the House. I think 
it would be a waste of breath to com- 
pliment my hon. friend the mover of the 
Resolution, whose abilities are so well 
known and appreciated in this House. 


But of my hon. friend’s speech I will only 


which they are so anxious to obtain | 


for their own purposes. 
Bers: Oh, oh!| 
that that is the only object of the hon. 
Members, and I fully recognise their 
zeal for the best interests of their 
country. The mover and the seconder 
of the Resolution avoided every serious 
difficulty which surrounds this ques- 
tion. They even neglected the 


Mr. Vicary Gibbs. 


[Hon. Mex- | 
I do not suggest | 





say that it was one of the most charming 
and eloquent speeches I have listened to 
for a long time. I will venture te add 
that that speech, adorned as it was with 
so many natural and acquired gifts, is as 


good an illustration as any Welsh 
Nonconformist could desire of what 


Nonconformity in Wales can produce in 
these latter days, and, what is, perhaps, 
still more important in a controversy of 
this kind, of the temper and spirit, so 
often misrepresented, of Welsh Noncon- 


formists. What does the hon. Mem- 
ber say in reply? The complaint 1s 
that my hon. friends made moderate 


and reasonable speeches. [Hon. MeEn- 
BERS: No, no!| Well, that was the 
main charge, except that they had 
shirked the question of disendowment. 

do not know why my hon. friend should 
encumber an issue of this kind, involv- 
ing a large question of principle, witha 
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multiplicity of details. Everyone knows | matter, as if it were a separate entity, 
that disestablishment involves disendow- | and with the Welsh dioceses as if they 
ment. No one preposes that the Welsh or | could be severed from the province of 
any other Church after it has ceased to be Canterbury. The English Church is 
connected with the State, should retain ‘said to be one and indivisible; and we 
permanent possession of what we regard | are told that it must be dealt with, if at 
as national property, and my hon. friend, | all, not piecemeal, not diocese by diocese, 
inconcentrating the attentionof the House and province by province, but as a 
on the principle of disestablishment, dealt | whole ; and that view is very widely 
with the essence and foundation of the | spread among churchmen in this country. 
whole matter. I have seen it stated that you might as 

I shall deal briefly with two or three of | well propose to disestablish the Church 
the main points as they present them-| of England in Yorkshire or Rutland as 
selves, not, perhaps, to a Welshman | in Wales. I confess that the answer 
brought up in the atmosphere of Wales, | to that argument seems to be simple, 
and full of the sentiments and the pre-| manifest, and overwhelming. I will 
possessions with which it is hardly possible | not press too far the analogy of the 
fora Welshman to fail to approach aj case of Ireland; but I think it is 
discussion of this question, but to one} worth reminding the House of a 
who has looked at the matter from the | fact which some hon. members may 
outside. It has never seemed to mej have forgotten —that by the fifth 
that, in this matter of the Church in! Article of the Act of Union, the 
Wales, the abstract question of establish- | Churches of England and Ireland were 
ment is necessarily involved. It is} united into one Protestant Episcopalian 
quite possible for a man to hold that! Church, to be called the Church of 
the question of establishment is a| England and Ireland; and it was 
question of expediency ; that the con-| solemnly stated that the continuance 
nection between the Church and the and preservation of that United Estab- 
State is a matter of policy dependent lished Church was to be deemed to be 
on the necessities of time and circum- an essential part of the bargain made by 
stance. It is possible to hold, for the Actof Union. That did not prevent 
instance, that the Church in Scotland Parliament, with the assent of both 
ought to remain an established Church, Houses and the Crown, from severing 
or that the Church in England ought to the union and disestablishing the Irish 
remain an established Church, and yet Church in 1869. It may be said that 
to feel that in the case of Wales, the that was an artificial union, and that 
argument is so strong upon every ground | those whom Parliament has joined to. 
of justice, policy, and expediency, that gether Parliament may put asunder. It 
the maintenance of that connection can| may be said that that is not the case 
no longer be defended. It is a matter) with the Welsh dioceses or English 
of notoriety and history that that was Church. Butis that so? The question 
the case of the Irish Church 30 years| can only be answered—and this is the 
ago; and that Mr. Gladstone and the defence of my hon. friend against the 
majority of those who supported him | charge of the hon. Gentleman opposite, 
in the policy of disendowment and dis-| that he indulged in an historical lecture 
establishment of the Irish Church, would —by a reference to the past. It is quite 
have resented and resisted many of them, | true that these Welsh dioceses are 
with all their force, any attempt to apply formally incorporated in the province 
the same treatment to the Church of | of Canterbury. But what is their 
England. ‘history ! History shows the broadest 

That brings me to what the hon. possible distinction between the origin 
Gentleman described as the bare facts. | and development of the Episcopal 
What is it in the state of things in, Church in Wales and the Episcopal 
Wales that differentiates the position | Church in England. The Church of 
of the establishment there, from its | England, whatever may have been its 
Position in any other part of the King- | beginnings—and no doubt the seed from 
dom? We are often told that we are| which it sprang was sown from many 
hot entitled to deal with Wales in this | | different quarters—has net, in the main 

O2 
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throughout its history an English Church, 
not an alien importation imposed upon 
a reluctant people, but a Church with 
its roots deep down in the soil, and 
growing with the growth of the nation. 
What has been the case in Wales? I 
need not remind those familiar with the 
subject that the Welsh Church is earlier 
in its origin than the Church in England. 
Before Augustine everlanded and brought 
the truths of Christianity to our, Saxon 
ancestors, there was already a flourishing 
Christian communion in Wales. I re- 
member reading or hearing that there is 
stilla lingering tradition among the Welsh 
people—tenacious as they are of all 
these ancient national memories—that 
in some golden age of the past the 
See of St. David was a metropolitan 
See. What happened? One of the 
most remarkable and regrettable facts 
in our history. The Church which, 
in its origin, was a native Church, 
which by its history was a national 
Church, was de-naturalised and de- 
nationalised by a superior power. It 
was conquered and annexed by the 





Church of England; and since the 
Church of England has been in 
possession of the ground I do_ not 


think that its strongest apologists and 
admirers will assert that it has ever 


really succeeded in the task of assimilat- | 


ing to itself the sentiments of the 
Welsh people. Large, as I agree, have 
been the advances in zeal, unselfishness, 
and devotion in the Anglican Church 
during the last two generations, who 
will deny that that Church does 
not make an appeal—or at least an 
appeal which receives a full and hearty 
response—either to the religious or to 
the national sentiments of the people ? 
It is necessary to dwell on these things, 
ancient history though they be, because 
it is only by looking at history we can 
understand the present. 

Very similar in its teaching is the origin 
and development of Welsh Nonconform- 
ity. My hon. friend has told usthat history 
again to-day, and told it with a force 
and charm with which I will not attempt 
to compete. But what was its origin ? 
It was not the envy of a body of sectaries 
outside the Church, competing with it in 
the task of spiritual propaganda, and 
finding themselves handicapped in the 
competition with a rival in enjoyment of 


Mr. Asquith. 
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national endowments and political power. 
It was not, as is often represented by 
persons who have not read the history 
of the case, and do not understand 


the question; the cupidity of men 
who, being out in the cold, de- 


sired tc divide the spoil of which the 
Church was in possession. It is a re- 
markable fact that neither the Refor- 
mation, nor that great movement which 
is known by the name of Puritanism, 
ever had much hold on the people of 
Wales. Inthe ecclesiastical debates in 
this House I sometimes wonder what 
happened at the Reformation, or whether, 
indeed, there ever was a Reformation at 
all. Some hon. Gentlemen—over-zealous 
and, I think, not over-wise champions 
of the Church—seem to look uyon the 
Reformation as if it were a kind of his- 
torical nightmare, a sort of morbid inter- 
lude which a_ person of _ healthy 
temperament, when he awakes, if he 
cannot disown, is at least anxious as soon 
as possible toforget. But the Reformation, 
without going into questions of doctrine 
or ceremony, both as regards England and 
Wales, had a vital and enduring effect 
upon the history of the Church and 
the relations of the Church to the people, 
which cannot be forgotten in connection 
with this question. The Reformation— 
or, rather, the legislation which accom- 
panied and sanctioned the Reformation 
—produced three important results. In 
the first place it emphatically declared, 
with the assent both of laity and 
clergy, the absolute supremacy of 
the Crown over the Established 
Church. In the second place, it set 
up a secular Court as a final Court of 
appeal; and, in the third place, it sup- 
plied a parliamentary title, and asserted 
the power of Parliament to alter and 
modify that title, to every ecclesiastical 
/ benefice in this country. That, on its 
|legal and constitutional side, was the 
effect of the Reformation. 


| What has been the result in Wales? 
|The Church in Wales, which, up to that 
time, had only a slender hold upon the 
'affections and sentiments of the Welsh 
| people, became every generation narrower 
‘and more contracted—a refuge which was 
chosen to send English-speaking bishops, 
| canons, prebendaries, and rectors; an 
institution which failed in any true or 


‘living sense to be a teacher or spiritual 
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consoler and help to the people for which 
it was intended. That was the origin of 
Welsh Nonconformity. It was not a 
movement of hostility from without, but 
of vitality from within. The men who 
founded Welsh Nonconformity were 
almost, without exception, ministers of 
the Established Chureh, who finding 
themselves restrained and constrained in 
every direction by the fetters of the 
estublishment, sought to carry out the 
work of their ministry by preaching in 
the streets ard on the hill-sides, and even 
inthe unconsecrated buildingsof their Non- 
conformist brethern. Because the Church 
would not allow them that freedom, 
and because the persons who indulged in 
such practices were regarded as out- 
side its pale, that tremendous and 
gradually swelling exodus took place 
which, in the course of the 18th century, 
raised the Nonconformist congregations 
of Wales from 100 to 1,000—a number 
which has since been multiplied fourfold. 
It is impossible for anyone to understand 
either the feeling of the Welsh people to 
the Church or the real relations of these 
four so-called dioceses to the province of 
Canterbury who has not grasped the 
meaning of that chapter in history. I 
agree that there has been a great change 
in the temper and methods of the 
Church in the last century. But where 
has the change made itself most mani- 
fest? And where are its results most 
conspicuous and fruitful? Why, just 
in those very parts of Wales—mainly in 
the great towns and centres of urban 
population—where there are no endow- 
ments: where the Church relies not on 
that which she has inherited from the 
past, but on her own spontaneous 
energy and the voluntary co-opera- 
tion of the people. There could not be, 
I thnk, a more striking additional proof, 
if additional proof were needed, that it 
isa voluntary form of religious associa- 
tion which is suited and appeals to the 
genius of the Welsh people. In reference 
to this revival of activity on the part, 
of the Church, which everybody wel- 
comes, it is one of the most tragic and | 
certain facts in the experience both of 
individuals and of institutions, that you | 


cannot by turning over a new leaf, hot 


out the ineffaceable pages of the past. | 


If, as I have endeavoured to establish, | 
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‘separate entity 


{that if I could 
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to put these Welsh 
dioceses in a separate position of 
their own, what is the actual situation ? 
When once that position has been con- 
ceded, will any one deny, that by any of 
the canons which haye ever been applied 
to a question of this kind, an overwhelm- 
ing case has not been made out for 
Disestablishment ? What is the wish of 
the Welsh people? And as this is 
a Welsh question, primarily they 
are the persons entitled to be consulted. 
Their Parliamentary representation is, 
shall I say, in the proportion, I think, 
of something like seven to one. [Cries of 
“No, no.’’] Well six, or five, or four to one. 
Any one of them will suffice to show 
an overwhelming preponderance in its 
favour of Parliamentary representation 
in Wales; but [ am _ perfectly certain 
get any one of my 
opposite who represent 
Welsh contituencies into the Palace 
of Truth—I am not suggesting we 
are not in it to-night—there is not 
one of them who would not acknow- 
ledge to me that the fact that it is a 
part, and a necessary part, of his political 
creed to maintain the necessity for the 
continued Establishment and Endowment 
of the Church in Wales, deprives him of 
a large number of votes which he might 
otherwise have. If that is the case with 
the Parliamentary representation, what 
is the case of the people themselves ? 
The hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down repeated the familiar taunt, *‘ Why 
do you not have a religious census in 
Wales?”” That is a suggestion which 
has often been made and answered. The 
reason we do not have a religious census 
in Wales, or in this country, is because 
all experience has shown that it is the 
most delusive and untrustworthy way 
of arriving at the facts you want to 
ascertain. But there are means by which 
you can ascertain, with approximate 
accuracy, what is the position of the 
different religious denominations in Wales, 
and that is by seeing what is the num- 
ber of their communicant members. I 
do not know whether the figures I am 
going to mention are or can be disputed, 
except in this sense—that they are 
greatly to the favour of the Anglican 
Church. The communicant members of 
the Nonconformist bodies—and I believe 


(Fales). 


hon. friends 


Wales is in this matter entitled, as a| in this computation the Roman Catholics 
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are excluded—amount to 460,000, and I | hindrance to the Church and an injury 
do not believe that the most sanguine and | to the State. 
optimistic apologist of the Church would | 


put the communicant members of the | . . . . a 
Church at more than 130,000. I dare- *(6.22) Taz SECRETARY or STATE 


say that may be an over-statement, but|FOR THE HOME DEPARTMENT 
I am putting it at the very highest. So (Mr. Rirewie, Croydon): Whatever 
that, if you work it out, you have a | Ur views may we yrerywns Wil amt tp 
proportion of something like three or hon. Gentleman who moved the resolution 
four to one. —in an eloquent, passionate, and fervid 
In tl f thi 1 ‘= tl speech, such as he always makes—has 

ee ae a SN, Wet aF:tee given the House a most interesting and 
pomeon as st presente itself to the instructive account of the past history of 
Welsh? Take the case of one of those | the Chureh in Wales, but I associate myself 
small Welsh proprietors, of whom there entirely with my hon. friend, who I do 
are many, who is every year called! not think is open to the charge levelled 
upon to pay his quota of tithe rent- against him by the right hon. Gentleman 
charge for the support of a ministry and who has just sat down, who said that in- 
of services which do not represent, teresting as was the speech of the hon. 
and which are not adapted to, the con-| Member opposite, it was not really an 
victions either of himself or of the great | argument in favour of the course he asked 
majority of his neighbours. Is this the House to adopt. I associate myself 
House, after our experience in other entirely with many of the strictures 
places and at other times, with the pre-' which the hon. Gentleman opposite 
celent which our own Legislature has uttered in respect of the past history of 
set in the case of Ireland, prepared to the Church in Wales, and no one dis- 
say that, it is either politic or just, that pute the fact that until a comparatively 
that compulsory payment should con- recent period, certainly 150 years ago and 
tinue to be exacted and enforced by law even later than that, it was grossly 
in support of the services of a Church negligent of its duties. I for one, have no 
which, upon the highest computation, hesitation in saying that, if I had lived in 
dees not number among its members those days, seeing the Church which had 
more than one-third of the population? | privileges taking advantage of those 
I ask one question, and one only. Who Privileges, and which had its duties but 
gains by this state of things? Does the did not fulfil them, I would have been 
Church gain? Does Christianity gain ? found in the ranks of Nonconformity. 
Does religion gain? Does it promote, But, happily, those times are long since 
can it, in the nature of things, promote, Past and gone, and the hon. Gentleman 


those amenities and charities, that sense rages ype h ay Poe god . 
. e e > 7 r 7 . 2 A Ss lg 
of brotherhood, that spirit of co | the work which the Church is doing 


: 6 ee ws Tales ¢ ‘esent time. I imagine 
operation, which is the condition, and Wales at the present t i 


ae . althoug did not gather it from his 
the only condition, by which all these ™" igh Id SB ae 
mene ei, he + a" . speech, the hon. Gentleman acknow- 
various bodies—by different agencies and : 
nae ail . ledges that there may be disputes here 
over different roads, professedly, at any- . > ea vies a 
iain. ouviies tn. 4) ail ’~ and there between Bishop and clergy, as 
e. > game end—c: : : 
ott: ay ee - ; - of eg ‘ em we there are in all countries where there are 
f wer gn si si al a once ana Churches and dignitaries, yet the Church 
sei j i. . “a Tie " ite wn 4 in Wales, is toa graat evtent, at any rate 
oaks h. sie “f al alot life of Wales fulfilling the duty which rested upon it at 
by which, in artificial Jealousies and inter: | the present time. The right hon. Gentle- 
necine rivalries, they are dissipating | man who has just sat down, referred to 
their forces and defeating their purposes ? public opinion in Wales as evidenced by 
I rest my defence of this proposition, as the yotes which were given, and the 
I have always rested it, not on sectarian | »umber of members returned to Parlia- 
or ecclesiastical considerations, but upon , ment in favour of Disestablishment, and 
the broad ground of national policy ;| said that the numbers were about six or 
and I say that experience shows that in | five to one in favour of Disestablishment. 
the religious and social life of Wales the Let us examine that proposition. In 
continuance of the Establishment in its | 1895, when the right hon. Gentleman 
present form is at the same time ajbrought forward a Bill for the Dis- 


Mr. Asquith. 
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establishment of the Church in Wales,| *Mr. RITCHIE: It was, I think, in 
there were in the House at that time 28/a Church periodical that [ saw it.— 
members for Wales in favour of Dis-| [Opposition ironical cheers.]|—Do hon. 
establishment and three members who! Gentlemen opposite think so low of 
were antagonistic to it. The Ministerial | the Church as to suppose that this 
majority in the House at that time was | respectable paper would publish as a 
ouly about 40 or 42, and occasionally it | manifesto from the Calvinistic Methodists 
ran down to nine or ten, 'that which was not a manifesto from 
them at all? Do they, think so low 
of the Church as that ? 


Mr. ASQUITH : Seven. 


, , Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Not willingly 
*\Mr. RITCHIE: Almost immediately | - / eerie: 
after that Bill was before the House | imposed a ee . Ta ae a 
Parliament was dissolved. A supreme | 15) . Ray apa oma oar a tl . 
effort was made in Wales to show that rg ee i ee ae 
the Welsh people were staunchly in favour ee ene ee 
of the proposition of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite. No effort was) xp pITCHIE: I daresay that a 
spared to induce the people of Wales to, | 4 ‘diaiban: ae oe we A eine the 
see of what enormous importance the Aly aa i . ‘hi . as 
election would be for the cause of Dis- | <* vanistic Methodists which the hon. 
establishment. A manifesto was issued Gentleman does not hear of. I assert 
by the Calvinistic Methodists—who, I that this was published in a Church 
. newspaper as being a manifesto of the 


understand, are in a great majority so ined ah 4 ? 
far as the Nonconformists are concerned | Calvinistie Methodists, and that it has 
never been contradicted. 


—from which I should like to quote a) 
few words in order to show the efforts | 
that were made. The manifesto 


ii: Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN {Mont- 


gomeryshire): The Methodists as a 
“ The crisis is one, the seriousness and im- | whole, or some particular body 2 

portance of which can scarcely be over-esti- . 

mated.... The Chureh Establishment in Wales 

has been a bar to progress, a fertile nursery of -_ , ahpneenlee 

tyranny, violence, and wrong-doing in their *Mr. RITCHIE: The Calvinistic 

most odious forms. It has generated the spirit Methodists; I understand that that is 


of slavery, and has stitnulated untrnthfulness, |, a £ x : ‘ ¢ 
immorality, and ignorance..... Welsh Noncon- " well-know ss omg composed ‘- the 
formists must not relax their efforts as any | Majority of the Nonconformists in 


reduction in the number of members returned | Wales. 
at the next general election pled:ed to 
support of Disestablishment, or even in the 


number of votes recorded in their favour. will an r 

: : + ft. + 
be greedily seized upon by Church defenders Mr. W ILLIAM JONES : Would the 
as evidence thas Welshmen are changing their | right hon. Gentleman give the, name of 


minds and are no longer as anxious for | tjje Calvinistic Methodist paper ? 
Disestablishment as they were.” 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- *Mr. RITCHIE: I will show the hon. 
shire, Eifion) :7May I ask the right hon. Member the paper. I did not read 
Gentleman whether that is a manifesto | that to show the opinion of Calvin- 
by the Calvinistic Methodists ? |istie Methodists as a Church; I read 
|it to show the strong emphasis which 

this manifesto put on the necessity of 
*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes. _all Nonconformists putting their 
shoulders to the wheel. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: May I ask | 
where and when it was published, Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
because I think the right hon. Gentle-| Boroughs): May I ask the date of 
man has been grossly imposed upon 4 | the paper ? 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: 1895. As another 
illustration of the efforts made, I may 
read the following extract from the 
Manchester Guardian— 


| 


‘‘The July elections in Wales, therefore, 
presented a plain, simple issue, and if ever the 
friends of religious equality in the country 
ought to have bestirred themselves it was then. 
But what has happened? The Church to-day | 
holds, instead of one-tenth, nearly one-third of | 
the representation.” 


Now, what were the numbers? In 
the Parliament of 1892, there were three 
Unionists with 86,000 votes, and 31 
Radicals with 145,000 votes. In 1895, 
the election which occurred immediately 
after the right hon. Gentleman’s Bill, 
and immediately after this fervent 
appeal to Nonconformists to do their 
best, there were returned nine Unionists 
with 103,000 votes, and 25 Radicals 
with 146,009 votes. The Radical vote 
remained practically the same, but the 


Unionist vote increased by 17,000, | 
and if seats had been apportioned | 
according to the number of those 
who voted, instead of there being 
nine Unionists there would have been 
14, and instead of there being 25 


Radicals there would have been 20. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): | 
Would the right hon. Gentleman state 
the number of uncontested elections ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I believe there was 
one uncontested election in 1900, whieh 
was secured by a Unionist candidate, 
but I haye not the particulars of the 


others. But however that may be, 
I¢do not rely on the number of | 
votes so much as on the fact that 


there was a great change in the re- 
presentation, a change that multiplied 
the number of those who were opposed 
to Disestablishment by three, and_re- 
duced the number of those in favour 


of it from 31 to 25. That was an 
election which was taken, in Wales | 
at any rate, on this particular issue. | 
I agree with the hon. Gentleman 


who seconded this Motion that, when 
the election of 1900 came, Wales was 
entirely taken up with the question of | 
the war, and that Disestablishment did | 
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not enter into it at all. [“Oh!”] | 
think the words the hon. Gentleman 
used were that the war overshadowed 
everything else in Wales. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): At the present time,—not 
at the election time. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am_ speaking of 
the election of 1900. At that time 
the Nonconformists regained a few of 


'their seats, but it was on the question 
|of the war and not of 


Disestablish- 
ment; the latter question, however, 
did come fully and fairly before the 
Welsh people in the election of 1895, 
at which time the number of those 


opposed to Disestablishment was greatly 


increased. 


Mr. ALFRED THOMAS: the right 
hon. Gentleman’s impression of what 
I said is not quite correct. There are 
hon. Members opposite who represent 
Welsh Unionist Divisions. I think if 
they were asked, they would say that 
the first question candidates were asked 
in Wales was, whether they were in 
favour ot  Disestablishment. That 
question was always before us. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Ido not dispute for a 

moment that these questions were asked ; 
I suppose that in every election in the 
country questions of one kind or another, 
apart from the war, were asked, but 
undoubtedly the question of the war was 
the predominant one that guided votes in 
1900. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Fife said that the 
abstract question of the Disestablishment 
of the Church in England was not 
necessarily involved in the question of the 
Disestablishment of the Church in Wales. 
That, however, is not the opinion of all 
the right hon. Gentleman’s friends. For 
instance, the right hon. Gentleman ‘or 
West Monmouthshire would not, | think, 
agre2 with it. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): With what ? 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: I will refresh the 
right hon. Gentleman’s memory. Inthe 
House on March 9th, 1886 [Mr. SwiFt 
MACNEILL : 1886 !]—he was not a Welsh 
Member then—the right hon Gentleman 
said -- 

‘The Church of England in Wales is not so 
much an integral part of the Established 
Church of England that it is not merely 
difficult, but I will say impossible to raise the 
question as a separate one, I do not mean by 
resolution but in practical legislation, without 
involving the other. I think that this is a 
proposition which will commend itself to every 
man’s mind; if you raise the question of the 
Church in Wales you raise the whole question.” 


So that, according to the right hon, 
Gentleman, the question we are now 
discussing and the issue now involved, is 
not only that of the Disestablishment of 
the Church in Wales, but Disestablishment 
generally, in England as well as in Wales. 
Everybody must feel that that is !the 
practical issue. The Church in England 
and} the dio-eses in Wales are so in- 
timately and inextricably bound up that 
it is really impossible to consider the Dis- 
establishment of one without involving 
the disestablishment of the other. And, 
if that be so, then we have to take into 
consideration not only what was the 
number of Members returned for Wales, 
but what was the number returned for 
England as well. When we look at those 
numbers we find that in 1895, instead of 
there being a majority of about 40 for 
the Second Reading of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s Bill, there was a majority 
of about 130 Members against his Bill. 
In that election there was no question of 
the war, so that as far as the right hon. 
Gentleman’s Bill had any influence in 
that election at all, it changed a majority 
of 40 for Disestablishment into a majority 
of 130 against. 

The right hon. Gentleman spoke of 
the progress of the Church in towns, 
and stated that there, where there were 
no endowments, the Church had been 


{4 Fepruary 1902} 


able to make very considerable progress. | 


But I am told that it is a mistake to 
say that there are no endowments in 
towns in Wales. 


Mr. ASQUITH: There are some. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: But cannot the right 
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\likely that what may possibly not hinder 
the progress of a disestablished Church 
in a town might seriously hamper it in 
the country generally? What can be 
done in the towns to maintain the 
Church could not be done in the rural 


‘districts if, it were deprived of its en- 


dowments. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): The Nonconformists do it 
in the rural districts. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I hope the Noncon- 


formists will always continue to do it— 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: They will. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: And with as much 
success as they do it now. But I am 
now speaking of what would be the 
damage to the Church if it were dis- 
e tablished and disendowed. It has 
been argued on the other side that dis- 
endowment would not really injure the 
interests of the Church. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
It did not injure the Church in Ireland. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have been in the 
House a good many years, but I have 
never yet heard a proposition for spolia- 
tion on behalf of which it was not argued 
by the spoilers that it was made in the 
interests of the spoiled. So it is with the 
question of disestablishment. In the 


brief time at our disposal, I should 
' doubtless be excused from going into the 


various arguments for and against the 
proposal, but this, at least, is admitted 
on all hands, that the state of things of 
which complaint has been made, and of 
which a glowing account has been given 
by the hon. Gentleman who brought 
forward this motion, no longer exists in 
Wales ; the Church, though at one time 
it neglected its duty, and perhaps because 
of that neglect at one time ought to 


have been disestablished, is now putting 


hon. Gentleman see that it is extremely | its communion, and is making very 


forth its utmost efforts to meet the 
spiritual wants of those who belong to 
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considerable headway. I do not care 
what test is applied by which to measure 
the progress of the Church in Wales; it 
will be found that the Church in Wales 
will stand whatever test is applied to it, 
whether its progress is tested by the 
number of clergy, the money spent on 
particular churches. the number of 
communicants, or the amount that is 
contributed by laymen for the support 
of the Church and the institutions of 
the Church. Any or all of these tests 
will show that the Church in Wales is 
—what Mr. Gladstone said it was—a real 
and living Church. Weare asked now 
to take a step which would cripple 
the Church in the work it is doing, 
and deprive it of the opportunity 
of usefulness which it is gladly embrac- 
ing. For my part, I believe that if you 
were to appeal to the country upon this 
one issue of disestablishment, you would 
find that the majority which would be 
shown in this House against the proposal 
would be more than confirmed by the 
country. Inthese circumstances, I cannot 
doubt what the fate of this Motion will 
be. I do not imagine that those who 
brought it forward have the slightest 
idea that it will meet with anything like 
favour in the House, and I am satisfied 
that the more it is discussed and the more 


it is seen, what an injury would be inflicted | 


upon religion and upon the work of the 
Church in Wales by such a proceeding, 
the more repugnant will such proposals 
be tothe English people. I hope, there- 
fore, the House will reject the Resolution 
by a large majority. 


*(6.45.) Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
I will not occupy the time of the 
House many minutes, and for this 
reason, that I think the people of Wales 
and the Party who sit on this side of the 
House may be well satisfied with the 
debite. The right hon. Gentleman has 
spoken of the fate of the division, but the 
fortune of the debate is not with the 
gentlemen on the other side of the House. 
When we remember the consumate 
speech of my hon. friend the Member for 
Carnarvon in introducing the subject, and 
the reply which it received from that side, 
and when we have heard the attempt at 
a reply on behalf of the Government by 
the right hon. Gentleman who has just 


Mr. Ritchie. 


{COMMONS} 


(Wales). 412 


sat down to the powerful, and, in 
my opinion, the conclusive argument of 
my right hon. friend who sits by my 
side, I think I never heard in the House 
of Commons a debate in which the 
victory was so complete on one side, and 
that is in favour of this Motion. Iam only 
sorry that the noble Lord the Secretary 
for India was not here to-night. He 
might have been convinced that he was 
mistaken in supposing that Liberal 





principles have ceased to exist, and that 
the tradition and the principles upon 
‘which the Liberal Party had found 
|themselves divided from the Party 
| opposite no longer survive. Those 
principles still survive and distinguish 
|the two parties in the State. They 
are not obliterated, but they are still 
| remembered ; they are still to be acted 
/upon. Those Liberal principles were 
illustrated thirty years ago by a great 
_and successful experiment. The objec- 
|tions to that measure were based 
| upon precisely the same principles which 
,are now alleged against this Motion. 
The right hon. Gentleman said just now 
that he had never heard of proposals of 
| spoliation which were not asserted to be 
'in favour of the despoiled. Well, the 
'disestablishment and disendowment of 
‘the Irish Church was declared to be an 
act of spoliation. Yes; but who are 
grateful for it to-day? The Church of 
the despoiled. You have bad the declar- 
ation of a representative of that Church 
whom you will not disavow—that of the 
right hon. and gallant Member for North 
| Armagh. He was one of the most 
vehement opponents of that spoliation, 
_and he declares to-day that if he had the 
'thing over again he would take a 
| different course. Everybody knows that 
the Church of Ireland is stronger and is 
| more influential to-day than it was before 
its disestab ishment. Iam not going into 
| the arithmetical calculations of the right 
‘hon. Gentleman who has just sat down, 
as to how strong or how weak is the 
| party against disestablishment in Wales. 
| We are going to a division, and we shall 
| know exactly how many Welsh Members 
| are against disestablishment. It will be 
| declared in the division list to-night, and 
| that will settle, I suppose, that part of 
the question. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Oh, no. 
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*Srr WILLIAM HARCOURT: Willit | party from the other. This principle 
not? Jt ought to, at all events. | that we assert is one of religious equality. 
\It is the principle which asserts that 
‘the Church, which is in a minority, 
*Mr. RITCHIE: The right hon. Gentle- !and in a great minority, of the people, 
man the Member for East Fife stated | ought not to receive endowment from 
that a certain number of the Members national funds. That is the clear and 
from Wales were in favour of disestab- | distinct issue upon which the Party 
lishment. J merely gave these figures | which sits on this side of the House is 
to show that the right hon. Gentleman as strong and as zealous to-day as it 
had overstated his case. 'has been at any period of its existence. 
|Whatever may be the result of the 
a ‘division to-night, we are as convinced 
*Srr WILLIAM HARCOURT: What I as ever we were that, as we have had 
say is that the division list will show us an enormous superiority in this debate, 
how many Welsh Members are against the time will come when we shall have 
disestablishment, and we shall know 4 majority of the votes of this country 
exactly where the thing stands. That ag well as those of Wales for disestablish- 
will dispose of the right hon. Gentleman’s ment. . 
arithmetic. 


(6-54) Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I shall 
/not detain the House by speaking at 
jany length on this subject, and I have 

*srr_ WILLIAM HARCOURT: Why | net the reputation of being a lengthy 

not? Itseems that the right hon. Gentle- | speaker. I do think, however, that 
man has very little confidence inthe zea] | there is one remark which the right 
and energy of his Welsh Establishment hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
supporters. But I do not desire to carry Monmouthshire made which ought not 
the arithmetical controversy further to be allowed to go unanswered. The 
than that. This question of disestablish- | right hon. Gentleman, at the beginning 
ment and disendowment is no doubt of his speech and at the end of it, said 
a very great question. The right | that those who wished to disestablish 
hon. Gentleman attempted to reply | the English Church in Wales. ought to 
to the argument of my right hon. friend | be thoroughly satisfied with this debate, 
that the success of the Church was mainly because the whole strength of the 
in the great towns, and that in the arguments had been in favour of dis- 
greater proportion of the great towns the | establishment, and there had been no 
Church does not depend on endowments, adequate answer to them. I have 
but upon voluntary effort, and that is a listened to the arguments and to the 
very conclusive argument. How does eloquent, moderate, and most reasonable 
the right hon. Gentleman’ attempt to| speech made by the hon. Member who 
answer that? He says, “Oh, yes, that | moved this Resolution, and also to the 
may be quite true. The Church may do speech of the right hon. Gentleman the 
very well as a voluntary Church in the| Member for East Fife in which he 
towns, but it would fare badly in the supported the Resolution, and I can 
country.” What does that mean? It only say that, speaking as one who 
means an acknowledgment by him that listened very carefully to the debate, 
in the country generally as distinguished and as one who was quite prepared to 
from the great towns, the Church is in| hear whatever arguments they had to 
a hopeless minority, and it is in order to use, I think there never was a Church 

support that minority that he opposes which was attacked that could be more 

any disendowment. I am _ not going satisfied with the character of the 

to delay the House to-night. We are attack, because the whole point of 

glad that this Motion, after many perils, those speeches was ancient history. 

has been brought to an issue. It will There was not a word in those speeches 

bring to an issue, as I say, one of the great | as to the present condition of affairs, and 

principles which distinguish the one the whole argument was based on various 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No. 
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things which happened in dates such 
as 1450, and 1200, and various dates of 
that kind. The hon. Member spoke a 
great deal of the century before the last, 
but when he came to the end of the last 
century and to the present one, he was 
obliged to confess that the Church in 
Wales was increasing in spirit and in 
activity, and was doing good work even 
in that country. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Fife, unlike 
the Member for West Monmouthshire. 
saw the weakness of the case, and he 
attempted to get over it in one single 
sentence, which was, that when vou 
have an evil in the past you cannot, 
by turning over a new leaf, remove 
yourself from the results of your teach- 
I think that is 
nature of an allegation, and I think 
it is both 
institutions to say 


ings. rather in the 


unfair to men and _ to 
that 


forgiven for 


they shall 


never be what they 
have done in the past, and that what- 


ever good work they are doing in the 





present should not be considered in the 
What I should like to point out 
to the House and to those hon. Mem- | 


scale. 


bers who are supporting this Resolution 


is, that what you really have to do is not 
to consider 


this question as one of! 


historical interest, or what was done in 


the olden days, but to consider it as it is 
to-day in regard to the individual Welsh 


man, and whether what you propose is 
As regards that | 
point, there is an omission in this Reso- 
lution. The right hon. Gentleman the | 
Member for East Fife spoke of the small 


towards his interest. 


proprietor paying tithes as though, if the 
Church disendowed, the 
proprietor would have no tithes to pay. 


were small | 


Everyone knows that the tithe would | 


go on in exactly the same way as now. 


The only difference would be the pur- 
pose to which it was applied. To what | 
Mr. Seely. 
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purpose are you going to apply it which 
is sufficiently superior in its value to the 
purpose to which it is applied now, to 
justify you?—because you require very 
great justification before you take away 
that which was given generations ago 
for the support of religion and for the 
performance of religious services in the 
country. I have heard no argument 
of any kind whatever adduced to-night 
which would justify that in Wales. I 
have heard many arguments from the 


other side of the House which tend to 


show that this money, even if it does 
not supply what would be called a 
thoroughly. national church in Wales—I 
am sorry that it does not—is doing a 
really good work in the country. I 
appeal to hon. Members and to non- 
conformists throughout the country, at 
this, the beginning of another century, 
to reconsider their opinion on_ this 
matter. A hundred years ago there was 
some justification—there was then op- 
pression of the nonconformists. All 
that has been altered. There is absolute 
equality between the churches in this 


country, and I consider that it is a 


| great pity that they cannot work cor- 


dially together, and that they do not 
give up the attempt to take away 


|'money which is being devoted to re- 


ligious purposes, in order to devote it to 
others, the only result of which can 
be to cause ill-feeling between different 
I think that the debate, so far 
from weakening the position of the 


sections. 


Church in Wales, has shown its present 


and increasing strength. 


(7.3.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 177 ; Noes, 
218. (Division List No. 14). 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas P. (Glouc.,Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hon, Herbt.Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, KE. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Creane, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles N. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Evans, Samuel T’. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, ivr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
koster,Sir Michael (Lon. Univ.) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh QO. 
Arrol, Sir William 


{4 Fesruary 1902} 


AYES. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
| Hemphill. Rt Hon. Charles H. 
| Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. ) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred EK. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Willi :in (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Joyce, Michael 
| Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smythe 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Langley, Batty 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 
| M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
| M‘Kenra, Reginald 
| M‘Kiliop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendell 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mooney, John J. 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn.John (Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
| Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Norman, Henry 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow W.) 
| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


NOES. 


| Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

| Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
| Bailey, James (Walworth) 

| Bain, Colonel James Robert 

| Balearres, Lord 

| Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 


| Balfour, Rt. Hon. G.W. (Leeds) | 


| Banbury, Frederick George 
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O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, James(Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterf rd) 
Reid,Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn. C. R. (N’ths.) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen E.) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman- (Hastings) 
Thomas,J. A. (Glam’gan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Phillips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robe: t 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. } 
Walton. Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York.W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.)} 
Wilson, John (urham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T. (Hudders’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M’Arthur. 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 


| Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 


Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
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Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edwd. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs ) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore’r 
Chaplain, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edwd.H. Athole 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herbt. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ (Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S. W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (City of Lon. ) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans. ) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans- (T’rH’mlts 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby- ( Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D. (Wed’esbury 
Greene, Sir E. W.(B’rySEdm’ds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt Un Ld.G. (Midd’x 
Hardy, Laur. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Adjournment of 
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Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 


Heath, James (Staffords,N. W. | 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hende:'son, Alexander 


Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter | 


Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoace, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col W.(Salop. ) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henr 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edwd. H. 
Lee, Arth. H. (Hants. ,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Liewelly, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Char. W.(Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reg. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M’Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pajmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John S. G. 


ADJOURNMENT. ) 


Motion made, and Question, “‘ That this | 
House do now adjourn” (Jr. 


—put, and agreed to. 
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{ Penn, John 
| Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir J hn F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew 
Smith, H.C. (Nor’mb. Tyneside) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spencer,Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamia 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf’d Uni. ) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. hdw. M urray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent ,Cl.SirC. E. H. (Shef’eld 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt.-Cl. A.C. E. (Taunton 
Welby, Sir Char. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colone! R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson John (Glasgow) 
Worsly-Talyor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Seven 
o’clock. 
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42] Private Bill 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. | 


Wednesday, 5th February, 1902. 


| 
| 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. | 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





ABERCARN URBAN DISTRICT 
GAS BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
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Business. 422 
KENT ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


KNARESBOROUGH IMPROVEMENT 
BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
MIDD ESEX COUNTY COUNCIL 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


NEWPORT CORPORATION. BILL. 
Read a second time. and committed. 


; NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTRIC POWER 


BEDFORD CORPORATION WATER | 
B 


diiuls 


Read a second time, and committed. 


BELFAST CORPORATION BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


BIRKENHEAD CORPORATION BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


CITY OF LONDON (SPITALFIELDS 
MARKET) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


NOTTINGHAM AND RETFORD 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


OMAGH URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
PRESTON CORPORATION BILL. 
tead a second time, and committed. 


' RICHMOND HILL (PRESERVATION OF 


CITY OF LONDON (STREETS) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


CLEETHORPES IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN | 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL. | 

Read a second time, and committed. 
CORNWALL ELECTRIC POWER BILL. | 
Read a second time, and committed. | 
DARTFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL. | 
Read a second time, and committed. 
ERDINGTON TRAMWAYS BILL. | 
Read a second time, and committed. | 
FINEDON URBAN DISTRICT WATER | 
BILL. | 
Read a second time, and committed. 
GLOUCESTERSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER | 

BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed. 


HIGHAM FERRERS AND RUSHDEN 
WATER BOARD BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


VOL, CIL [FourTH SERIES. ] 








VIEW) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL. 
tead a second time, and committed. 


TICEHURST WATER BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


TIPTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 


ILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


WADHURST GAS BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL, 


“To confer further powers on the 
Caledonian Railway Company in relation 
to their undertaking ; to authorise cer- 
tain alterations or deviations of the 
Callander and Oban and Lochearnhead, 
St. Fillans, and Comrie Railways at or 
near Lochearnhead Station ; to provide 
for the transfer to the Caledonian Rail- 
way Company of the undertakings of the 
Lochearnhead, St. Fillans, and Comrie 
and the Paisley and Barrhead District 
Railway Companies ; to revive and extend 

Pp 
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the powers for the purchase of lands and 
completion of works by the Caledonian 
and other Railway Companies ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


WEST HAM GAS BILL. 


“To confer further powers on the 
West Ham Gas Company ; and for other | 


purposes,” read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


YORK CORPORATION BILL. 
‘* To empower the Corporation of York 
to purchase, construct, and work tram- 
ways ; 


Ouse and Foss, and the health, local 
government, and improvement of the 
city ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; to be read a second time, 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (GENERAL 


POWERS) BILL. 
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and to construct street improve- 
ments ; and to make further provision in | 
regard to the navigation of the Rivers | 





Sister Bill. 424 
SISTER BILL. 

| Petitions against; from Kneesall, 
'Menheniot, Lewes, Ammanford, St. 
|Sithney, Canterbury (two), St. Clether, 


‘and Reading (four); to lie upon the 
| Table. 


OLD AGE PENSION SCHEME. 
Petition from Shipley, for adoption ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PASSENGER DUTY. 


| 
| Petition of the Travelling Tax Aboli- 
| tion Committee, for repeal; to lie upon 


| the Table. 


| SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAYS BILL. 

Petition from Little Heath, in favour; 

_to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND). 
Petition from Kinning Park, for legis- 
lation ; to lie upon the Table. 


“To authorise the North British Rail- | 


ray Company to construct certain new | 


railways in the counties of Edinburgh 
and Haddington ; to acquire the harbour 
at Cockenzie ; to provide for the con- 
version of the West Highland Railway 
Company’s stocks into debenture stock 
of the Company; to confer further 
powers upon the Company; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL. 


‘To authorise the North British Rail- | 


way Company to provide and use steam 
vessels ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 
Petition from Ipswich, forYalteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


CLUBS REGISTRATION (SCOTLAND). 
Petition from Kinning Park, for legis- 
lation ; to lie upon theyTable. 





RETURNS, R' PORTS, ETC. 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Paper (presented 4th February) to be 
printed. [No. 48.] 


| MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILI. 


SEeconD READING. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*(12.26.) Mr. RUTHERFORD (Lan- 
|eashire, Darwen): By the fortune of the 
ballot, it is my privilege to move the 
| Second Reading of a Bill to Amend the 
Law as to Marriage with a Deceased 
| Wife’s Sister, and, in doing so, perhaps 
|I may be allowed to say that I have 
|taken up this Bill entirely on my own 
|initiative, believing in its justice. I 
| wish also to state that I have no personal 
‘interest, either directly or indirectly, m 

the question. I make this statement 

because t was said last session, without 
any proof, that the purpose of the Bill 
| was to whitewash, by Act of Parliament, 
,a certain number of wealthy people who 
had broken the law. 
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There is a stereotyped phrase which | marriage law so far as it affects this 
has been used on previous occasions | question. Prior to the Reformation, 
when similar measures have reached | marriage was entirely subject to the 
their Second Reading stage, to the effect | Canon law. After the Reformation and 
that it would not be necessary to detain | during the reign of Henry VIIL., marriages 
the House at any great length, for the| became for the first time subject to 
subject has been so frequently debated. | statutory law, for historical reasons well 
That is not less true on this occasion. | known to this House. By an Act of 
There is also another phrase which might | Parliament passed in 1540 all marriages 
well be stereotpyed, used by the hon. | which were not prohibited by the Law 
Member in moving the rejection of the| of God were made legal. Some years 
Bill last session, when he said he was/| later Archbishop Parker ordered his 
afraid he would have to go over old| Table of Affinities to be printed and set 
ground and use old arguments, but they | up in the Churches of the Province of 
had been sufficient to defeat the Bill in | Canterbury, but this table never received 
the past. Sir, I, too, shall have to recall| the sanction either of the Reformed 
some old arguments, but I have the} Church or of Parliament. The Canons 
satisfaction of knowing they have) of the Church, made in the reign of 
been sufficient to carry the ‘econd| James I., confirmed Parker’s Table of 
Reading of similar Bills to this! Affinities, and, as the Ecclesiastical Courts 
on many previous occasions, and at that time administered the marriage 
las\ session by the largest majority |laws of this country, the tables became 
that has ever been recorded in| part of the law of the land, till the Civil 
favour of this principle, and in my 'Courts interfered and prevented the 
opinion the reason the Bill did not reach | Ecclesiastical Courts from declaring this 
a further stage is not to be found in the | class of marriage void after the death of 
arguments against it, but from the fact | either party, the effect therefore being 
that, as a private Bill coming up for | that, during the joint lives of the parties, 
Second Reading at a much later period of the marriage was only voidable: and so 
the session than this, it was unable to pass | the law remained till 1835, in which year 
through the rocks and over the quick- | the marriage laws of this realm were 
sands of Parliamentary procedure. fundamentally altered by an Act which 

The opponents of the measure say there | was introduced into the House of Lords 
isno demand for this change in the law. | by Lord Lyndhurst, not in consequence of 
I reply that the representatives of the | any demand from the country, but wholly 
electorate in this House have shown by | in the interest of one noble family. This 
their votes that there is at any rate a very | Act was ably commented upon by the right 
strong desire for the removal of this | hon. Member for East Wolverhampton last 
restriction in our marriage laws. The | session, so that I need only state shortly 
House has on fourteen occasions affirmed | that its effect was—while making legal 
the principle of this Bill, and the Billas a | all marriages with a deceased wife’s sister 
whole has passed through all its stages | previous to the 31st August, 1835—to 
seven times. Last session in a House of 401 | make all marriages of that class solemnized 
there voted, ayes 279, noes 122, being a| after that date absolutely null and void. 
majority of 157, and on analysing the | That Act was allowed to pass this House 
division list I find that the desire was by | on the assurance that the question should 
no means confined to one part of the} be re-opened the following session, but 
United Kingdom, for among the English | there the law has remained up to the 
representatives 179 voted in favour of | present time. 
the principle, 95 against, majority 84; Now, Sir, the Bill before the House is 
among Scotch representatives 36 for, 8 | identical in its terms with the Bill of last 
against, majority 28; Irish representa-| session, and its provisions may be briefly 
tives 45 for, 20 against, majority 25, and| summarised as follows:—(1: That all 
Welsh representatives 19 for, 1 against, | marriages between a man and his deceased 
majority 18. wife’s sister, whenever and wherever con- 

Before dealing with the provisions of | tracted, shall be made legal and _ valid. 
the Bill, it is necessary to briefly con-| (2) That the consciences of the Clergy 
sider the somewhat curious history of the | of the Established Church having 


| P 2 
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regard to the Canons of that Church 
shal] be fully protected, and that 
the disciplinary powers of their dio- 
cesan shall be maintained. 
ail rights as regards property 
continue intact. And (4) That 
operation shall be confined to the United 
Kingdom, though, of course, the effect 
will be to. make similar ‘marriages, 


already lawful in the Colonies, valid also | 


when the parties to them visit or settle 
in this country. 

The familiar objections which are raised 
to this Bill may be placed under two 
heads, religious and social. As to the 
first of these objections, [am content to 
take one opinion of such a scholar and 
proctor in Convocation as the late Dr. 
M’Caul, Professor of Divinity and Hebrew 


literature in King’s College, London, who | 


wrote:— 


**T confess that when I entered upon this 
inquiry I had not an idea that the case of those 
who wish a change in the present marriage law 
was so strong. I had thought that the 
opinions of grave and learned students of -the 
Bible were more equally divided, and that, as 
authorities were pretty evenly balanced, they 
who had contracted such marriage must bear 
the inconveniences arising from doubtful inter- 
pretation. But I do not think so now. 
Contirmed by the testimony of antiquity and 
the judgment of the most considerable inter- 
preters at the Reformation, and since the 
Reformation, I now believe that there is no 
reasonable room for doubt—that there is no 
verse in the Bible of which the iaterpretation 


is more sure than that of Leviticus xviii. 18 ; | 


and I think it a ease of great hardship that 
they should by the civil law be punished as 
transgressors, whose marriage, according to 
Divine Jaw, is permitted and valid ; and harder 
still, that the children of such marriage, 


legitimate in the sight of the infallible Judge, | 


should be visited with civil disabilities.” 


Amongst many other eminent Divines 
holding similar views, I can name the 
late Dr. Tait, Archbishop of Canterbury, 
Dr. Musgrave, Archbishop of York, Dr. 
3ickersteth, Bishop of Ripon, Dean 
Hook, who was described by Mr. Glad- 


stone as the first parish minister in | 
England, Cardinals Wiseman, Newman, | 
Cullen, and McCabe, Drs. Chalmers, | 


Norman McLeod, and Eadie, all honoured 


names in Scripture learning and Divine | 
teaching, and I believe not one single | 


Rabbi throughout the whole Jewish 
community condemns these marriages. 
Therefore all I will say is that if an 
assertion should be made during the 
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(3) That | 
shall | 


the | 
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| Divine Law which prohibits these mar- 
| riages, I reply in anticipation that in my 
|opinion the weight of ecclesiastical 
authority is against that view. 

I now pass from the consideration of 
religious. objections to the social. It is 
said that if a man can marry his deceased 
'wife’s sister the knowledge of that fact 
will breed family discord and jealousies, 
to the danger of the happiness of the 
| home, and to the disruption of family 
ties. It is also urged that whereas now 
a deceased wife’s sister can, and often 
| does, live in her brother-in-law’s house 
after her sister’s death, she could not do 
1 so, were this Bill to become law, without 
scandal. Sir, if I thought the passing of 
this Bill would prejudicially affect our 
British homes, I would not support it, 
but would vote against it. So far as I 
| knowit has never been shown that before 

the ‘passing of the Act of 1835, when 
there was virtually no prohibition, when 
those who wished could and did con- 
tract such marriages, the intercourse 
between the husband and his sister-in- 
law during the wife’s lifetime was less 
free, pure, and happy than it has been 
since. Nor do I believe anyone will say 
that in our possessions beyond the seas, 
where these marriages are legal, they 
have had the tendency of causing any 
discord in the home life. In the United 
Kingdom the prohibition has failed to 
prevent these marriages, which are not 
confined to any one class, and so we 
find the Commissioners reporting in 
1847: 

“We cannot avoid the conclusion that the 
Statute of 1835 has failed to attain the object 
sought to be effected by its prospective enact- 
ments.” 

After all, who is so fit to look after the 
'children when their mother is dead as 
her sister; and if there is no natural 
objection, as there is not by reason of 
consanguinity, persons ought not, in my 
opinion, to be debarred by statute from 
‘contracting such marriages. There is 
also the question of the offspring of these 
unions, whose case is one of great hard- 
ship, being punished for acts committed 
by others. As Mr. John Bright said :— 
| “Although you pity them because cf the 
injustice of the law, there is not a man of you 
cruel enough—I had almost used a_ harsher 
word—to point to those children by the almost 
odious name of bastard.” 


course of this debate that there is a|'Then there is the question of our Colonies, 


Mr. Rutherford. 
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where marriage with a deceased wife's 
sister is valid under a law sanctioned | 
by the Crown. This Bill, if passed, will | 
remedy a grievance which our fellow- 
kinsmen have long been appealing to the 
Imperial Parliament to redress, and 
almost every Colonial statesman of pro- 
minence has asked that the disabilities 
now existing should be removed. ‘ir 
John Cockburn, Agent General for South 
Australia, voiced the general feeling 
in the Colonies when, at the commence- 
ment of an historic tour, he wrote :— 

“The most acceptable message which the 
Heir to the Throne, that symbol of Imperial 
unity, could bear from Great Britain in bis 
historical mission to her sons Leyond the sea, 
would he that a term had at last heen piaced 
to the present illogical, unsympathetic, im- 
politic, and untenable position, and that the 
Colonies were no longer denied by the mother 
country the legal recognition of their lawful 
children.” 

The Bishop of Hereford, too, evidently 
recosnises these claims, for, in second- 
ing a Resolution in the Upper House of 
Convocation of Canterbury in opposition 
to the measure before the House, he is 
reported to have said :— 

“Had those Members of the legislature who 
were moving in the matter, contented them- 
selves with a Colonial Disabilities Marriage 
Bill, he should personally have offered no 
objection, because he felt that if t!e Crown 
had sanctioned a Jaw in the Colonies which 
hal heen recognised and acted upon bona fide, 
it might bea hardship to some of our fellow- 
subjects to come to Kngland to suffer dis- 
abilities for carrying out that law.” 

Personally, I cannot understand that 
a question of this importance is a 
matter of longitude and latitude, for it 
seems to me that if it is right and moral 
in one part of the Empire, it cannot be 
wrong and immoral in another. One 
of the aims of this Bill is to legitimise 
marriages in the United Kingdom 
which, at the present time, are lawful 
inthe Colonies, but which, on some illogi- 
cal reasoning, are illegal in the mother 
land. Believing, Sir, that there is no 
a : : ghar 
Wivine law against marriages of this 
kind, and that the social inconvenience 
will be felt in very few instances, I hope 
the House will again pass the Second | 
a] 4 . . 
Reading by no uncertain voice, for 
should the Bill become law, it will do 
Justice to a large number of people, to 
a great many more innocent children, | 
and remove an illogical position imposed 
on our Colonies. Thanking the House 
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,cashire, Accrington): I 





Sister Bill. 


430 


for its courtesy, I beg to move the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


*(12.35.) Sm JOSEPH LEESE (Lan- 
should not 
have supposed that in a debate of 
this kind it was necessary for a Bill 
so often introduced to be seconded, 
but I resolve to do so, because I desire 
to place before the House what seems 
to me to be an almost unanswerable 
argument in regard to the measure. | 
refer to the argument from the Colonies. 
I have noticed in the debates which have 
taken place in this House on this Bil 
a strange disinclination on the part of 
hon. Members who oppose the measure 
to face fairly and squarely the question 
from the Colonies. A good many of 
them ride off on some such statement 
as this—made sometimes, I must admit, 
inan injured tone, ‘“ We are not going to 
take our legislation from the Colonies: 
we are not going to have our hands 
forced by the Colonies; if any example 
is to be followed, let the Colonies follow 
our example.” 

In my humble view, important and 
necessary as i believe this Act of 
Parliament to be in the interests of 
the people of this country, I consider 
that when the Colonial question is 
properly understood the case for it will 
be found to be overwhelming. It is on 
this account that I am going to ask 
the House to permit me to put shortly 
what I conceive to be the real position 
of the Colonial question. For that 
purpose it may be necessary to say a 
few words in respect ‘oi the legislation 
which has taken place in the various 
Colonies concerned. The first Bill was 
introduced, and subsequently became an 
Act of the Legislature of South Australia 
in the year 1870. It was a Bill which 
legalis d marriage with the sister or 
daughter of the sister of a deceased 
wife. This apparently was the pioneer 
of Colonial Bills, and in respect of this 
as well as of other colonies in Australia 


the procedure has been somewhat 
remarkable. Let me explain that the 
governors of these Colonies have no 


power to give the Royal Assent to Bills 
which have been passed in their local 
legislature in cases where the provi- 
sions of the Bills are, amongst other 
causes, repugnant to the law of England. 
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Under these circumstances the Bill when 
it has passed the local legislature is 
reserved for Roya' Assent. In order to 
get that, it is sent to this country, and 
the assent must be given within two 
years of the reservation. This particular 
Bill of which I am speaking passed the 
South Australian legislature no fewer 
than five times, and on four. occasions 
it was refused the Royal Assent. Finally, 
it received the assent of the Queen in 
Council on the 30th May, 1871. There- 
fore you have this country sanctioning 
by Royal Assent the action of the local 
legislature of South Australia. The same 
thing has happened in regard to other | 
Australian colonies, Tasmania followed 
in 1873, New South Wales in 1876, | 
Queensland and Western Avstralia in | 
1878, New Zealand in 1881, and later on | 
Canada, Natal, Barbadoes, and some | 
smaller places. All these Colonies have | 
passed Bills legalising marriage with a | 
deceased wife’s sister—marriages within | 
the prohibited degrees of affinity. 
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1 think the only Bill which legalised 
marriage with a deceased wife’s niece was 
the pioneer Bill of South Australia. 


EarL PERCY (Kensington, 8.): Is 
the hon. Gentleman aware that at present 
under the law of Canada a man may marry 
his deceased wife’s sister’s daughter ? 


* Sir JOSEPH LEESE: The noble 
Lord must answer his own conundrum. 
He will have an opportunity when his 
time comes to speak. As to Canada, the 
Act 45 Vic., Cap. 42, repeals all laws 
prohibiting marriage between a man and 
his deceased wife’s sister, both as to past 
and future marriages, as if such laws 
never existed. I think it is deserving of 
notice that the language used in these 
various statutes gets stronger as time 
goes on, and further that there is no 
common form, but each legislature chooses 
the strongest language it can find. The 
general effect of all is to deal vigorously 


| with the past, present, and future evils 


' arising out of the system existing before 


AN Hon Mempber: Did the Bills con- | 


these Acts were passed. It is quite cer- 


tain any other degree of affinity except |tain that these changes in the Colonies 


the deceased wife’s sister ? 


* Sir JOSEPH LEESE: I will come 
to that presently. All these Bills, in 
the enacting parts of them, are very short. | 
but in all cases, while being pithy, they | 
are very much to the point. All except | 
one deal only with marriage with a 
deceased wife's sister. For instance, the 
New South Wales Bill enacts : 

“That every marriage—oth:rwise lawful | 
—which has been heretofore, or shall be here- | 
after celebrated within New South Wales by | 
any person with a deceased wife’s sister, shall | 
be valid, any law or custom to the contrary | 
notwiths{anding.” 


Queensland was even more to the point, | 
and almost peremptory in its stvle : 


‘‘No marriage between any man and the | 
sister of his deceased wife shall within Queens- | 
land be voidabie or in any wise impeachable, | 
upon the ground only of such affinity between 
the parties, any law, custom or usage to tie | 
coutrary uctwithstanding.” 

Western Australia enacts that : | 


‘*No marriage that has been or may be con- | 
tracted between a man and his deceased wife’s | 


sister shall within Westeru Australia be deemed | concubines, 
otherwise than a good and valid marriage, | graced by the stigma of bastardy. 


merely by reason of affinity between the parties, 
and that from and after the passing of the 
Act a man in this Colony may lawfully marry 
his deceased wife’s sister.” 


Sir Joseph Leese. 





_ modern Toryism. 


were adopted for the best reasons, viz., 
‘for the general public advantage. All 
academic distinctions between uffinity and 


/consanguinity, all statutory objections, 


and all canonical subtleties were waived 
aside as retrogressive fictions. Unhappily 
these fictions hold the field in this country, 
and they are supported in this House 
with zealous vigour, much ability, and 


| much laborious searching after some new 


subtlety, by a band of men who, | am sure, 
will not take offence if I say that in their 
views they are very reactionary, certainly 
reactionary as viewed by the light of 
The eflect of the pre- 
sent Jaw, then, is practically that we 


| say to our Colonial fellow-subjects, ‘ True, 


you were married legally in Australia or 
Canada, true, your children in Canada 
and Australia are legitimate, but the 


/moment you leave those Colonics and 
‘land at Liverpool or Southampton, the 
| moment you put your foot on the English 
_ shore, that moment by the law of England 


your wives become your mistresses of 
and your children are dis- 
We 
are obliged to tell you that if you settle 
in this country it is a pure toss up 
if you will be kindly received as neigh- 





433 


bou 
the 
men 
whe 
and 
cern 

to di 

way 

call 

that 
cont 
plac 

Und 

perst 

child 
they 
beca: 
mari 
dren 

But 

clair 

your 
place 
and t 
the 
decea 
ing t 
the ¢ 
only 
your 
place 
and | 
death 
he is 
basta 
his fe 
that i: 
the p 
have ; 
old co 
hearts 
to the 
splend 
at an} 
extren 
adhere 
and an 
iurthe 
¢olonis 
us, 

I wi 
this Cx 
ment ¢ 
half ¢ 
Bill nc 
me to 
point ¢ 
it has 





432 


alised 
e was 


}S ae 
resent 


marry 
2 


noble 
drum. 
n his 
la, the 
laws 
n and 
O past 
| laws 
ring of 
these 
s time 
- is no 
hooses 
The 
rously 
e evils 
before 
te cer- 
olonies 
Ss, Viz., 
All 

ity and 
ctions, 
waived 
\appily 
untry, 
House 
y, and 
1e new 
n sure, 
n their 
rtainly 
cht of 
he pre- 
lat we 
‘ True, 
‘alia or 
‘anada 
it the 
-s and 
yn, the 
inglish 
ngland 
sses or 
re dis- 
>, We 
| settle 
ss Up 
neigh- 





433 Deceased Wife's 


bours, and whether the full enjoyment of 
the rights and privileges of Church 
membership will be accorded to you, and 
when you die, so far as the inheritance 
and succession to your property is con- 
cerned, your children will be called upon 
to distinguish in a very real and costly 
way between what lawyersand schoolmen 
call the lex loct contractus and the lex situs, 
that is the law of the place where the 
contract was made, and the law of the 
place where the property is situated. 
Under the first, it is quite true your 


personal property will pass to your | 


children just as if they were legitimate,and 
they will pay but a small succession duty, 
because the lex loci contractus governs the 
marriage and impresses upon your chil- 
dren the personal status of legitimacy. 
But with regard to your real estate, the 


claimant, as child, must prove that he is | 
your child according to the law of the’ 


place where that real estate is situated, 
and that your unfortunate child, being 
the offspring of a marriage with a 
deceased wife’s sister, could not do accord- 
ing tothe law of England. Consequently, 
the child of a deceased wife’s sister can 
only claim property if he is named in 
your will, and if so named he will be 
placed in the class of ‘ strangers in blood,’ 
and be called upon to pay a very heavy 
death duty. The effect of this is that 
he is legitimate for personalty, but a 
bastard in respect of the real property of 
his father.” I cannot help saying that 
that isa real Colonial grievance, and, when 
the position is understood, the colonists 
have a great deal to say in respect of the 
old country, and at a time when all English 
hearts ought tobefull of supremegratitude 
to those Colonies who have shown their 
splendid loyalty in the nation’s crisis. I, 
at any rate, am one of those who are 
extremely unwilling by the obstinate 
adherence of this country to a useless 
and antiquated set of superstitions, to add 
further to the annoyance which the 
colonists are justified in feeling against 
us. 

I want to say further, in regard to 
this Colonial question, that the Govern- 
ment of this country is already more than 


half committed to the principle of the | 
It seems to | 


Bill now before the House. 
me to be compromised almost up to the 
point of what lawyers call “‘ estoppel,” for 
it has said and done so much in favour 
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| of the Colonial view and against its own 
‘law in regard to these marriages that it 

is difficult now to understand how it can 
| still be heard in its continued refusal to 
| grant the principle of the Bill. Let me 
| illustrate the point I am trying to make. 
| Prior to 1835, marriages within the pro- 
| hibited degrees of affinity were voidable 
only by sentence of the Ecclesiastical 
Court pronounced during the lifetime of 
both parties. The practical effect of that 
was that where the husband or wife— 
the wife being, of course, a deceased 
wife’s sister—desired to separate, 
they could, by instituting proceedings 
in an Ecclesiastical Court, cause the 
marriage to be declared null and void, 
with the terrible consequence tod the 
children, if any, of being stigmatised as 
bastards. And not only could this result 
be obtained by one or other of the parties 
tothe marriage, but the same distressing 
conditions would follow the intervention, 
during the lifetime of both parties, of any 
person who might be viciously or sordidly 
inclined, to say nothing of the obvious 
misery and unhappiness to both husband 
and wife, as well as to children, where 
threats of exposure were made by persons 
for purposes of blackmail and extortion. 
I do not agree that there was no ground 
for legislation prior to 1835. I say there 
was abundant reason for it. The effect of 
the Act of 1835 was to make all marriages 
within the prohibited degrees prior to 
1835 valid, while by a later section such 
marriages subsequently contracted were 
to be null and void. I pause here for a 
moment to point out that some very strong 
opponents of this Bill have gone the 
length of saying that to alter the law 
would be to alter the universal law of 
Christian marriage which has prevailed 
from the very earliest times—to alter 
what has been laid down by clear, Divine 
command. It has been said man can- 
not serve two masters, but if ever this 
feat was performed by any Government, 
it was performed by the Act of 1835. 
If it is against the Law of God that 
these marriages should be permitted, 
what justification could there be for 
passing the Act of 1835 which legalised 
all such marriages prior to that year? 
The inconsistency of that Bill is clear. 
| My point is this. That, having so acted, 
ithe British Government has shown that 
|there is no such sentiment behind it. 
| 
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It has declared marriages of this kind | 


to be valid, and surely what was true in | 


1835 is equally true in 1902. Ii the 


| portant consideration in the 


opinions of the noble Lords opposite and | 


those who cheer them are to be taken as 


dered to the powers of darkness by giving 
the Royal Assent to the Colonial Bills, 
I cannot help thinking there is no logic 
in the decision to withhold the benefit 
of this Bill from our own people and 
our Colonial fellow - subjects. The 
Government has sanctioned the applica- 
tion of the principle of the 
Colonies peopled by men of the same 
race and same faith; yet it is clear that 
for criminal purposes, and in the inter- 
ests of law and order, the Crown would 
regard a marriage within the prohibited 
degrees as bigamy, and a man would 


be liable to be tried in our criminal 
courts for that offence. 

I do not wish to trespass much 
longer on the time of the House, but 
there is just one thing more that 
I want to say. A favourite argument 


advanced against this Bill is, that it 
does not go far enough. ‘there is some 
logic, perhaps, in that objection. They 
say that it is illogical, one-sided, and 
unfair to legislate tor the deceased 
wife’s sister, and not to touch the 
deceased hushand’s brother, or the de- 
ceased wife's niece, or any other degrees 
of aftinity in the prohibited degrees. 
It is a very curious thing that at this 
period of the political history of our 
country—our country above all others— 
one should have to remind hon. Members 
who try to raise this objection seriously, 
that if you cannot do all the good you 
want that is not a reason for doing no 
good at all. 
to me to indicate a lamentable want 
of that due sense of proportion, or, it 
may be, of practical research, which 
marks the attitude of those who use 
this argument. There was a_ Royal 
Commission in 1847 which has been 
referred to by the hon. Gentleman who 
to-day moved the Second Reading of 
this Bill, and I should like to quote a 
passage from its Report. It said: 


| report of 
sound, the British Government has pan- | degrees, we intend, when it is» not otherwise 


Bill to. 


Such an argument seems | 
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class of marriage is of all those within the pro- 
hibited degrees by far the most frequent, so 
much so that it necessarily forms the most im- 
: whole subject. 
When, therefore, for the future we spr ak in this 
marriages within the prohibited 


declared, to confine our observations to marri- 
ages with the sister of a deceased wite.” 

There is sufficient justification in this 
passage alone for our bringing in this 
Bill to-day. The only evidence we have 
at all which is available, is the evidence 
taken by this Royal Commission, which 
has declared that these marriages form the 
most important part of their investiga- 
tion. Atter that statement I think the 
House will conclude thatif that argument, 
freely used by the opponents of this Bill 
in the debate of last year, should be 
repeated in this debate to-day, it can only 
be justly estimated as padding to the 
otherwise eloquent speeches which may 
be delivered. It is an extraordinary 
position for men to take up who, ap- 
parently hating the proposed change, 
oppose it on the ground that they want 
more of it. I thank the House for being 
so patient, and I hope I may have con- 
tributed a little tothe clearing away of 
some of the dialectical and academic 
cobwebs that have been so cleverly 
woven round this subject. 1 am 
ashamed to meet my Colonial 
subjects while this possible disgrac hangs 
over their heads, for disgrace it must he 
considered to be. 


almost 
fellow- 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time. = Mr. Rutherford.) 


(1.0.) Sir FRANCIS POWELL 
(Wigan): I have ventured to place on 
the Notice Paper the following Amend- 
ment to the Motion for the Second 
Reading of the Bill— 


“That this House, regard to the 


having 


| fundamental character of the i aw of marriage, 


““We have directed our inquiries to the laws | 


of other countries with respect to marriages 


within the prohibited degrees of aftinity, and | 


more especially to marriages with the sister of 
a deceased wife. From the evidence which we 
have taken, there can be no doubt that this last | 


Sir Joseph Leese. 


cannot agree to the Second Reading of this 


bill.” 

I have ventured to assume a prominent 
position in this debate to-day, because I 
am one of the few surviving Members 
of the House who were present at 
the discussion on this subject in 1858, 
and secondly because an hon. Member 
in the course of the debate last session 
stated that the Bill was only opposed by 
one section of the Church of England. 
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It is the privilege of the lay members of 
our Church not to be attached to any of 
the sections into which our Church is 
divided The clergy, by the necessity of 
their position, become entangled in a way 
from which laymen are happily free. | 
speak, representing no section whatever 
ot the Church, but as a simple meryber 
of the communion, to which I am fondly 


attached. 
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The first argument is that the 
proof that there is a_ necessity 


for the change must be made by the 
movers of this measure. I say that 
this change ought not to take place 
without its being shown that there is not 
only a good cause, but that there is the 
best possible cause. ‘The injury of this 
Bill will extend very widely ; the benefit 
of it will be confined to a limited class ; 
because fortunately the sisters of deceased 
wives themselves are a limited class, and 
those whose affections are drawn to these 
ladies are more limited still. Therefore 
the Bill would be an act of great 
injustice, and would injure a large 
number of people for 
benefit of the few. It was stated in debate 
last year that some of the speeches 
then delivered might have been fitly 
spoken fifty years ago. In dealing 
with scientific subjects, such as telegraphs 
or telephones, it is quite true that argu 
ments become antiquated ; circumstance 
change, and observat ons which were 
valid fifty years ago, are deserving of no 
weight, validity, or authority now. But | 
think this question is of a totally different 
class. It does not depend upon the 
uncertainty of Parliamentary majorities 
the case rests on a principle which 
cannot change; upon considerations 
which are absolutely of an immortal 
character. There can be no doubt that 
these marriages have, as a matter of fact, 
been forbidden throughou: Christendom. 
Tha’ is certain. They are not admitted 
in any section of the Christian Church, 
and therefore I say that for us, in 
the beginning of the twentieth century, 
to make this change is a proposition 
that cannot be supported, except upon 
arguments wholly beyond challenge, 
to which no answer can be given. I 
shall not on the present occasion enter, 
even by allusion, into the theological and 
ecclesiastical argument. Ido not think 
the House of Commons always appears | 
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‘at its best when discussions. of that 
character take place. I think we then 
get into a line of argument more fit for 
discussion by trained theologians than 
for Parliament. But leaving that view 
aside, at any rate for the moment, ] 
venture to suggest that those who are 
opposed to this Bill asked a question in 
1858 which has been put again and again 
from that time and to which until 
to-day no answer has been given. We 
ask if we allow this concession, where are 
these concessions to stop? Are we to 
obliterate altogether the restrictions as 
to affinity as against consanguinity! As 
I understood the hon. and. learned 
Member opposite, he wished to. remove 
every restriction, and the terms which 
he used in respect of them were terms ot 
contempt and almost of derision. 


*Sir JOSEPH LEESE: I did not speak 
in derision. I said Colonial Legislatures 
had waved aside fine-drawn distinctions 
of affinity and consanguinity, and had 
taken a common-sense view. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL: I think the 
louse will agree with me that to deseribe 
the distinction between affinity and con- 
sanguinity as a fine drawn distinction is 
not far removed from the nature of a 
derisive observation. The confession made 


by the hon. Member really has completed 


that part of my case, and it is scarcely 
necessary now that I should follow any 
further that thread of discussion. I 
venture to say the principle that we 
have adopted upon this question is a 
ound principle, and that when you 
break it down you do not know 
where you are going to stop. The hon. 
Member who interrupted me_ placed 
the matter in a clear position, and the 
issue before the House now is whether 
we are to abolish the distinctions and 
the prohibitions of matrimony with 
regard to affinity as distinct from 
the prohibitions of consanguinity. 

The hon. Member made some reference 
to some evidence given by Roman 
Catholic prelates before the Royal Com- 
mission some years since. I have not 
had an opportunity of refreshing my 
memory as to that Report, but I believe 
it will be found that they dwelt more 
upon the practice of their own Church 
than upon Scripture; and we know 








439 Deceased Wife's 


‘that the Roman Catholics do give greater 
power to their authorities in respect to 
this matter than any members of a 
Protestant community. Reference has 
been made to-day to the United States 
of America. I should be rather sur- 
prised to hear any debate in the House 
on this subject without a reference to 
our cousins across the Atlantic, but I 
think we ought to be slow to follow the 
example of the United States of America 
in matters of this kind. There is much 
in America that we admire, and nobody 
regardswith more satisfaction than myself 
the tone of the bond of unity between our- 
selves and that country. But there is 
one weak part of the American law, and 
that is the part with regard to marriage 
and divorce. Each State makes its own 


law, that of one State being often | 


inconsistent with that of another. As 
regards the Colonies, the case might 
well be left with the speech made by my 
right hon. friend the Member for North 
East Manchester when he addressed the 
House last year, with all the authority 
and experience of a Colonial Governor. 
I think that if we are to follow as far as 
we may the practice of the Colonies, they 
may be usked in return to follow in 
some respects at least our own practices 
and usages. We granted the Colonies 
a large measure of Home Rule, and I 
think it is now for us to ask the Colonies 
for some little privilege of Home Rule 
in return. | think the Colonies, much 
as we admire them and desire to increase 
our affectionate relations with them, are 
asking too much when they claim 
to be the rulers of matters of domestic 
life in the old country. : 

Then comes the question of liberty 
and freedom. There used to be a maxim 
of law, which I believe still prevails, 
that you must not exercise your 
freedom and liberty to the detriment 
of the community. I do not see myself 


why these marriages ought to be sanc- | 


tioned, giving a liberty to certain persons 
when the exercise of that liberty deprives 


others of a liberty which they now exer- | 


cise and which contributes largely to the 
happiness of their lives. The liberty 
now exercised by the sister of the de- 
ceased wile living in the desolated home 
and acting as mother to the unhappy 
children will be taken away. Why 
should there be taken away the freedom 
Sir Francis Powell. 


{COMMONS} 


Sister Bill. 440 


they now enjoy in order that new free- 
dom should be given to others? Then 
another argument is put forward in this 
debate, the argument of cruelty. This 
change would be a cruel one; it would 
be cruel to those who deserve more than 
the few this Bill will benefit. If it passes 
|it will be cruel to many innocent rela- 
tionships, and to those who are entitled 
to everything at the hands of the father. 
It was stated last year more than once 
| that this change was opposed by only one 
| section of the Church of England. That 
|is not true. References have been made 
'to Dr. Hook. Archbishop : enson stated 
'in the House of Lords that Dr. Hook, 
|in the latter part of his life, after pro- 
longed experience, changed his view on 
| this subject. Use has been made of the 
great authority of Dr. Lee of Man- 
chester. The same Archbishop, who was 
|a pupil of Dr. Lee, said in the House of 
Lords that Dr. Lee was entirely opposed 
to the change of law proposed by this 
| Bill. 

Y shall not refer to the formularies of 
the Church, the tables of affinity, or the 
canon law. I have already said I shall 
not to-day deal with the doctrinal side 

of the question, but I may refer to what 
‘took place last week in Convocation. 
The Upper House of Convocation dealt 
‘with the subject, and three prelates, 
thoroughly representative men, spoke 
against the Bill. One was the Bishop 
of London, who knows the working 
classes well, who has passed much of 
time in the East End. and whois as much 
'at home in the dwellings of the working 
people as any clergyman ever was. If 
the Bishop of London had thought that 
this Bill would be a benefit to the work- 
ing classes of London, he would have 
been the first to support it and to desire 
this House to pass it. Then there was 
'the Bishop of Hereford who. as we 
_know, is a man of tender conscience, and 
who, if he feels that any injury is to be 
‘done to any class, is the first to speak in 
favour of that class and against the 
|injury: he spoke against the Bill. Then 
‘came another name, honoured by all, 
but perhaps honoured more in connec- 
tion with such a subject as this than any 
other—the Archbishop of Canterbury. 
| Any one who has been brought into com- 
| munication of a close character with that 
| great prelate, will agree with me that the 
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whole tendency of his mind is in favour 
of liberty ; and, when I find that that 
distinguished Archbishop is adverse to 
this Bill, 1 feel that his opinion is one of 
the strongest arguments which can be 
adduced on this momentous question. 

My coneluding remarks have reference 
to the condition of the public mind. It 
has been my fortune to take part in 
more elections than any other Member 
of this House, but in the whole course of 
my many contests, [ have not had a 
single question put on this subject. As 
regards the anxiety of the public mind, 
I must say that it is an anxiety of a very 
patient and forbearing character. In the 
course of yesterday evening, I interested 
myself in examining the Report of the 
Committee on Public Petitions. dealing 
with the Christmas session of 1900 and 
the full session of 1901, and J found that, 
as regards petitions on this subject, 
England was entirely silent, there was 
not a voice from Wales, and a melancholy 
forbearance from expression of opinion 
pervaded the whole of Ireland. There was 
in favour of this Bill one solitary petition. 
The Provost, magistrates, and councillorsof 
the Royal Borough of Linlithgow set 
their seal to a petition in favour of the 
Bill. That distinguished body, no 
doubt acting according to precedent, as 
becomes an ancient corporation, affixed 
their seal, and the Committee on Public 
Petitions said that their single seal counted 
for two signatures. I should have 
thought, if there had been fervour, pas- 
sion, or earnestness on the part of the 
public with reference to the subject, a 
new Parliament would at least have been 
approached by an eager band of 
petitioners. 

I thank the House for the kind atten- 
ion they have given to the observations I 
have ventured to make, and in conclu- 
sion, would say, that we now have 
uniformity—a symmetrical code. If the 
Bill passes, we shall have incongruities 
and inconsistencies. As the law now 
exists, we have a settled system. If the 
Bill passes, you will unsettle everything 
ina branch of our life in which every- 
thing ought to be settled. You will settle 
nothing. You will not only open the 
door to new agitation, but you will invite 
new agitation; and, for many years to 
come, our debates will be occupied by 
discussions, injurious, because disturbing 
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while they continue, and probably in- 
finitely mischievous to society in the 
legislative results which may ensue. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the 
words ‘this Honse, naving regard to the 
fundamental character of the law of marriage, 
cannot agree to the Second Reading of this 

sill,’ — (Sir Francis Powel) -- instead 
thereof :— 


Question proposed—‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*(1.23.) Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston 
Manor): I do not propose to apply 
myself to the Scriptural arguments, 
because I think they cannot be at 
all appropriately discussed in this House. 
Nor do I propose to apply myself 
to the merely historical arguments; 
they will be dealt with by’ my noble 
friend behind me, But there are one or 
two new aspects of the question to which 
I desire to call attention. We have heard 
a great deal lately about the lawlessness 
in the Church of England. This House 
has had more than one debate on the 
subject, and has taken a somewhat active 
line in the matter. Iam entirely with it 
so far as it desires to enforce obedience to 
the bishops, and to ensuré that those 
who are recalcitrant to the) law of the 
Church of England and the Book of 
Common Prayer should be brought to 
obey the bishops. That being so, is this 
a suitable moment to bring forward a 
Bill which flies flat in the face of a 
unanimous Episcopal Resoljition passed 
the other day? The Upper House of 
Convocation last week unanimously 
passed a strong Resolution against this 
Bill, and it appears to me to be a very 
strange attitude for hon. Members to 
assume if they come with, in one hand, a 
protest against the lawlessness in the 
Church and the want of obedience to the 
bishops, and in the other, a Bill which is 
entirely opposed to a strong and unani- 
mous Episcopal Resolution. 

This Bill, in my opinion, strikes at the 
root of family life, and injures, if it does 
not abolish, that impassionate and most 
happy relationship of brother and sister- 
in-law. That is a relationship which a 
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large number of the population greatly | interests of our Empire, and they are 
value, and it is much easier to say that | questions which ought to be considered 
than to express precisely the reason for | entirely apart from that as questions of 
it. It stands on a pedestal by itself. | religious principle. To my deep regret, 
That relationship is struck at by this the Colonies have taken a different view 
Bill, and, I believe, if the measure passes, from ourselves, and I am extremely sorry 
a large proportion of the population will | for it; but if I believe their principle 
feel themselves to be seriously injured. | is fundamentally wrong, I do not see why 
There comes a time in the lives of some, | I should be compelled to adopt it. 
but fortunately not in the lives of the We are told that there are other altera- 
majority, when it is the unhappy lot of tions to come, and that this Bill may not 
man to lose his wife in early life, He has stop here, and may go, as I understand 
to pass through a very afllicted time, the hon: Member ior Accrington, as far 
and what better comfort can he obtain as an, extension to a deceased wife's 
than that which is given by his sister-in- niece. 

law! The passage of this Bill would alter 

Bees 2 an weed BA NOONE CO) a enn FntER. That was nh 
receive the comtort of his sister-in-law on : : ‘ ° 
that sad occasion, without feeling that "Y cComponnion. All T said ‘apes that > 
at the back there was somehow a parlia- the Australian Acts had pa ebcange * 
mentary hint that her comfort was given 4778 with the deceased. wile's sister 
as a step towards future matrimony. It and a deceased wife's niece. 
is a somewhat indefinable position, but 
it is a feeling which many people in this! #* \{p EVELYN CECIL: Then the 
country have very strongly. hon. Member does not propose this ? 

As to the statement of the mover 
of the Second Reading that by this . ee eat 
Bill you would not prejudicially affect *Sir. JOSEPH LEESE: I must not 
the happiness of our British homes, b€ cross-examined upon that point. I 
I at once join issue. It affects family adhere to what I have said. 
and national life, and, in doing so, it 
lowers the tone of national life, and) *)\fp EVELYN CECIL: The hon. 
lowers the sanctity of the relationship \fember said that he could not be called 
of marriage. I do not believe that the | upon to solye conundrums, and he said 
divisions in this or the other House are | that the questions of affinity dealt with in 
areal reflection of the opinion of the these Acts were fictions and superstitions 
country. In my opinion, there is no) which might be swept away. He said 
popular demand for this change, anc they were dialectic and academic cob- 
assert with the utmost confidence that) webs If he treats these objections in 
ita poll was to be taken of the nation, that light, I assume that he will not 
and more particular!y of the women of offer much opposition to the extension 
the nation, whom this Bill especially of this Bill. The hon. Member im- 
concerns, there would be a_ large plies now that he stands by this Bill, 
majority against any change in the law. | and I will briefly deal with his remarks 
Where, indeed, it is asked, are you to on that ground. I say that this 
stop? Reference has been made to the measure is a Bill of exceptions and noth- 
Colonies, where this alteration in the ing else. he fact that it is a Bill of 
law has been introduced. It is idle to exceptions appears in every _ section. 
come to this House and say that by | Glayse 1 says :— 
assuming this attitude, we are assuming | 
an attitude which is somewhat hostile 
to the Colonies; that we are not con- 
sidering the Imperial community, and| Why isthe Bill to be retrospective? In 
not fully alive to the strong sentiment | my opinion, that is certainly an exception 
which obtains in some of the Colonies. | to the ordinary rule of legislation in this 
Surely those are arguments which can | House. Most of the Acts of Parliament 
be set aside. I do not think that) passed in this country are not made 
questions of this kind affect the national | retrospective unless there is some eX- 


Mr. Evelyn Cecil. 


“ No marriage heretofore or hereafter con- 
tracted is to be invalid.” 
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tremely good reason for it. 
turn to ask 


am a good deal puzzled unless it is in 
order to establish a new law to set right 
those people who have broken the old 
one. | have a rather shrewd suspicion 
that this is intended to be the case, and 


of all improper grounds to make an) 
alteration in the law, I should say that | 


ground is the very worst. I do not 
want to say anything offensive, but it 
seems to me that a proposal of this 
kind is very analogous to what a Bill 
would be in America to legalise the 
practices of Mormons. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): That is absurd. 


*Mr. EVELYN CEE€IL: 
Member may call it absurd, but there is 
an analogy all the same. I have stated 
that this isa Bill of exceptions; let us 
look at the second section. The second 
section is“ one’to exempt persons from 
pains or penalties, and it provides that— 

“ Nothing herein contained shall relieve any 
clergyman from any ecclesiastical pains or 
penalties to which he would otherwise be liable 
if this Act had not been passed, by reason of 
his solemnising a marriage between a man and 
the sister of his deceased wife, or by reason of 
his contracting, or having contracted, or living 
in marriage ‘with his own deceased wife's 
sister.” 

So that, according to this provision, mar- 
riages are only to be carried on before a 
registrar, and that in itself suggests that 
great uneasiness is felt as to whether 
these marriages are recognised by the 
Canon law or not. In the third section | 
we have another exception, and it is not | 
necessary to particularise what is provided | 
for in this section. Hon. Members will | 
recollect that this particular section was 
not included in former Bills which | 
were presented to this House. The pro- | 
moters of the measure have seen the, 
absolute necessity of introducing section 3 
into this Bill because this measure pro- | 
poses to make enactments which are | 
against the Canon law from the earliest | 
time. I say that these constant excep- 
tions show upon what an illogical basis 
this Bill rests. I hope that the ] House will 
not commit itself to the passing of this Bill 


when there are such very strong grounds 
against its becoming law. 
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what is the, reason for | 
making this measure retrospective, I 
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(Norfolk, N.): A debate of this character 
is generally followed by statements in the 
newspapers about stale, old arguments 
being used, but in a matter of this kind 
the arguments can hardly be expected 
to be new. I think the old arguments 
enly prove the consisténey of hon. Mem- 
bers on both sides of the House. It will 
not be necessary, after the able speeches 

which have been made’ in support of the 
Bill, that I should introduce any of those 
stale, old arguments at this stage. I 
would, however, make an appeal for fair 
play in this matter. Judging from the 


|reception and the cheers which were 


given to the statement/made by the First 
Lord of the Treasury, in regard to the 
provision in the new rules for referring 
I think 
that course will be followed without op- 
position. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : 
That change will be very much opposed 
on this side of the House. 


* Sir BRAMPTON GURDON: I 
think the proposal of the Leader of the 
House will be found) to command the 
approval of hon. Members opposite. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans): The hon. Member is 
mistaken. The proposition of the 
First Lord of the Treasury was, that 
there should be no separate debate on the 
question of sending a Bill to the Grand 
Committee. | 


* Sir BRAMPTON GURDON: I 
asked the First Lord Himself whether it 


| might not followafter 5.30 as a consequen- 


tial Amendment, and he replied that that 
would be the case. I dotrust that we shall 
not be in danger of being put in a worse 
position than those [Bills which are 
later on the Order Bobk, and il hope 
that we shall be allowed to go to the 
Grand Committee. I hoped last year that 
I should have been able to carry this 
Bill to a Committee of the whole House, 
but the number of Amendments put 
down on that occasion show that it is 
necessary to go to a Grand Committee. 
I believe that a goad many of the 


| 
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Amendments put down last year were | 
out of order. However, I am bound to | 
assume that they were bona fide and not | 
intended to obstruct. Those Amend- | 
ments were mostly put down by the) 
two noble Lords opposite. One of the | 
Amendments put forward last year was | 
that the word “heretofore” should be 
left out, and that was a very cruel hard- | 
ship on those who had contracted marriage 
and whose children would be made | 
bastards for ever. Another Amendment | 
was that the word “ hereafter ” should be | 
omitted, but that was ridiculous, and | | 
think out of order. One of the noble Lords | 
opposite proposed that the Act should only 
have effect inside the United Kingdom, 
and the other noble lord proposed that it 
should only operate outside the United 
Kingdom. As I am obliged to assume | 
that these were bona fide Amendments, | 
might I suggest that the two noble Lords | 
opposite should fight out their differences 
in the Lobby and not in the Committee 
Room. In some Amendments where 
four or five consecutive words were re- | 
quired to be struck out, each word was 
put down as a separate Amendment. | 
Another Amendment was moved to leave 
out the words 
“In any part of His Majesty’s dominions,” 


and I hope that nothing of this kind will 
be done in the case of the present Bill. | 


The effect of this last proposition would | 
of course have been to legislate for foreign 
countries only. Another of the Amend- 
ments was a proposal to re-enact clause 2. 
I need not trouble the House with any 
more of these Amendments, but I must 
call attention to one proposal which was | 
made last year to this effect that 
“Nothing in this Act shall be deemed to 
alter the Table of Kindred or Affinity in the 
Book of Common Prayer.” 
But that is not in the Book of Common 
Prayer at all. During the vacation I 
occupied myself in examining the old 
family Prayer Books in my possession, 
and I find that Queen Elizabeth’s Prayer | 
Book of 1559 has no Table of Affinity. | 
The next one I examined was dated | 
1607, which is 44 years after Archbishop | 
Parker had drawn out that Table of | 
Affinity, and the Table did not appear in 
that Prayer Book. The earliest Prayer 
Book I could find that table in was dated 
1734, and even this makes my argument 
stronger because it appears in this Prayer 


Sir Brampton Gurdon. 
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/on that basis. 
| alluded to the late debate in 
| tion. 
| Bishop of London suggested that it was 
'a Bill forthe rich man and not for the 


| desirable. 





Sister Bill. 448 


Book as a fly-leaf, and it is not contained 
in the Book of Contents. It is merely a 
fly-leaf, and it might have been added 
like an advertisement for the Society for 
the Propagation of Christian Knowledge, 
stating that the Prayer Book might be 
obtained at a certain price. While upon 
this point I should like to ask which 
hon. Member or noble Lord has added 
in pencil the Table of Affinity to the 
Table of Contents of the Prayer Book 
kept in the library of this House, 
I should like to know whether the 
noble Lord or other hon. Members are 
warranted in imposing upon others by 
defacing the books which are provided 
for us. I see that one noble Lord pro- 
posed last year that the Bill should not 


‘apply to Scotland, and another noble 


Lord proposed that it should not apply 
to Ireland. That is also a matter that 
they should fight out between themselves. 


|We have not heard any very new 
/arguments from hon. Members opposed 


to the Bill on this occasion, but I 
was rather astonished to hear the hon. 
Baronet who moved the rejection of 
the Bill, suggest that we make a 
fine-drawn distinction between con- 
sanguinity and affinity. Our argument 
is that there is all the difference in 
the world between consanguinity and 
affinity, and this Bill is founded entirely 
The hon. Baronet also 
Convoca- 
I was very sorry to see that the 


He ought to know better 
A rich man can go abroad 


poor man. 
than that. 


‘and get married to his deceased wife’s 
| sister in one of the colonies. 
|man cannot leave his house and home, 


A poor 


and it is for him that this law is deeply 
Most of us who take an 
interest in the Bill have read the excel- 
lent Report of the Committee that in- 
quired carefully into the subject. They 
strongly laid down that it was for the 
poor man that this law was required. 
It remained for the Bishop of London 
to bring forward a new argument 
against the Bill. The report in The 
Times says that the Bishop of London 
quoted several stanzas from Rudyerd 
Kipling’s poem “The Islanders.” | am 
glad I was not there to hear them. | 
congratulate Rudyard Kipling, for I 
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think it is the first time that any subject | staunchest Protestants in the House. 
of His Majesty, in any part of the British | But is not this the old old story we 
dominions, has spoken of that poem with | have heard so often. It is the Protes-— 
approval. The Bishop seems to imagine | tant cat that is ‘made to pull the 
that any man who marries his deceased | chestnuts out of the fire, but it is the 
wife’s sister becomes a “* flannelled fool” | High Church monkey who _ stands 
or a “ muddied oaf.’’ I would rather see | behind. | 
a man who has married his deceased | | 
wife’s sister playing cricket or football | ; oo 
than see an unmarried widower spending | Lorp HUGH (GECIL: Does the 
the whole of his time playing ping-pong. | hon. Member mean to suggest that 
The Dean of Winchester, referring to | the prominent opponents of the Bill 
the proposal to legalise marriage with a | @T¢. members of the English Church 
deceased wife’s sister, said :— | Union ? | 
“Tt would be a change for the sake of the | | 
minority, which would inflict a terrible hard- | * Sm BRAMPTON GURDON: I do 
ship on the majority. | not quite know. I have not the list of 
I believe that a vast majority of the | members. 
electors of the United Kingdom are in | 


favour of the Bill. I frankly admit that | r | ; 
the vast majority do not want to marry | ie HUGH CRCIL: If the hon. 


: Pasa dilies ember d iite know ; 
their deceased wife’s sister, but they are | wetephint ao” pe eaitin 
not obliged to do so by this Bill. Ido) ; ¥ 


not know how long we shall have to din | | 
into the heads of our opponents that the) *Sirk BRAMPTON GURDON: I 
Bill is not compulsory. It is astonishing | know that the opposition emanates from 
the number of letters I get from people | the English Church Union. 

who imagine that it is. I have received a | 

letter from a lady who says that she | ee 

knows a man who married the eldest of | LorD HUGH CECIL : No. 


seven sisters, and she says :— | 


“Would it not be a terrible thing if this) *Stir BRAMPTON GURDON: I 
Bill were to become Jaw and his wife were to | es lemayh aas 
die, that this unfortunate man should be com- | prong be am ee : favoured with a list 
_ to marry all these six sisters at once. | 0! the members of the union. 
Vhy !” she says, ‘it would be no better than | 
a harem.” 


Lorpv HUGH CECIL: Does the hon. 
entleman mean td question my word 2° 
[Cries of ‘‘ Withdraw.”’] 


It is because of the arguments used by G 
hon. Members who are opposed to the /’ 
Bill that this idea gets into people’s heads. 
I do not know whether the House is | | 
aware of the decision of Chief Justice) * Sim BRAMPTON GURDON: I shall 
Denman that a man who marries his | not pursue the subject further. I ask the - 
sister-in-law while his wife is alive is | House to remember that marriage with a 
guilty of bigamy, though his marriage | deceased wife’s sister is valid in almost 
to the same woman if his wife were | every country in the world except the 
deceased would not be legal. It seems to | United Kingdom and the Transvaal ; and 
me that that is a very strange incon- | J think all will agree that the late Govern- 
sistency in the law. The hon. Baronet | ment of the Transvaal was nota progress- 
alluded to the statement I made last’ ive or an intelligent Government. During 
year that the opposition to this Bill | the Coronation year there will be many 
emanated chiefly from the English Church | golonial visitors to England, some of 
Union. Well, objection has been taken | whom no doubt, have married according 
to that statement and I freely admit that to the laws of their country, and I im- 
the hon. Member for Tunbridge is not a plore the House to remove from the 
member of the English Church Union. | Statute-book a law which—I do not like 
The hon. Member for Kirkcudbrightthire | to use strong language—I say is an insult . 
is above all suspicion. He is one of the | to them directly they land on our shores. - 

| 
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I earnestly hope that this year—the year | 
of the Coronation, we shall remove from | 


the Statute-book this blot which has so 
long defaced it. 


*(1.53.) Mr. GRIFFITH  BOS- 
CAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge): The hon. 
Member who has just sat down com- 
menced by saying that he would not use 
any of the stale old arguments of last year, 
butitseemed tome in listeningto hisspeech 


that he used no arguments at all. He 
began by a long discussionof the 


Amendment put down to last year’s 
‘bill by the noble Lord. I venture 
to say that that part of his speech 


was both irrelevant and out of ‘order. | 


[Cries of “ Order.”] Ifit was not , ruled 
to be out of order it was not relevant to 
the discussion of the Second Reading of 
this Bill. In the second place, he pro- 
ceeded to make a large number of very 
trifling remarks on what I think is a 
very serious subject. I regret that any 
Member proposing to the House a 
measure of such serious importance 
should have ventured to introduce into 
the discussion remarks of so light and 
trifling a character as he has done. 
Then he proceeded to make out once 
more that the opposition to this Bill only 
came from one section of the community. 
He was good enough to admit that I 
did not belong to the English Church 
Union. He admitted with far more 
reluctance that the noble Lord the Mem- 
ber for Greenwich did not belong to the 
English Church Union. In my own case 
he suggested that even I was subject to 
suspicion because he alluded to the hon. 
Member for Kirkeudbrightshire{as being 
entirely above suspicion. But the sug- 
gestion was that if we were not actually 
members it might be said that 
we ought to be. I will read to 
him a few words from a man who, I 
think he will admit, is entirely above 
suspicion.—I mean, the late Bishop of , 
Liverpool Dr. Ryle, who I believe was at | 
one time secretary of the Church Asso- 
ciation, which I may venture to remark 
is not precisely the same thing as the 
English Church Union, [the hon. Gentle- | 
man read an extract from a speech by | 
Dr. Ryle in 
I venture to think 


Sir Brampton Gurdon. 


{COMMONS} 


'Member, the seconder of the Bill. 


‘in the world which 


1884, and continued:] | 
that that is, 
sufficient proof that the opposition to 
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the Bill does not come only from the 
Members of, or those who are tainted 
with suspicion of belonging to the 
English Church Union. No, the opposi- 
tion to this Bill comes from the great 
body of churchmen in this country, and 
from many who do not belong to the 
Church of England. We hold as the 
seconder of the Bill holds, that this is only 
a first step. We hold that you are trifling 
with and making a fundamental change 


in the Christian law of marriage. We 
hold that you cannot step there. We 


quite accept the dictum of the hon, 
We 
know that there is no argument in 
favour of this change, which cannot be 
used in favour of other changes far more 
serious than the one proposed. Let us 
take for example the argument used by 
the hon. Member who has just sat down. 
He told us that we were the only country 
did not permit 
marriages with a deceased wife's sister. 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON: Except 


the Transvaal. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: 
Well, except the Transvaal. It is the 
best thing I have heard about the 
Transvaal. But in the first place the 
hon. Member is entirely in error. 

Si BRAMPTON GURDON: I said 


“almost.” 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: 
Almost ; very well. Atall events, I think 
the hon. Member mentioned France. 
GURDON : 


Sm BRAMPTON No, 


no. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: 
You did not mention France. Well, I 
will mention France. In France it is 
not permitted except by dispensation. 


Sm BRAMPTON GURDON: Every- 
body can get a dispensation. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: 
What does dispensation mean? If you 
have to get a dispensation, it shows that 
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the law is against you. 


{5 FEBRU 





ARY 1902} Sister Bill. 454 


The very fact | deceased wife’s sister in the Colonies, 


that there is a dispensation is thestrong- | which is perfectly legal there, and he 


est argument for saying that but for the 
la w a dispensation would not be required. 
The same is true in every one of the 
great communities—Russia, Greece, and 
the greater part of the East which 
belong to the great Eastern Church. 
In the Eastern Church this kind 
of marriage is not permitted, even 
with a dispensation. Are we going 
to be one with that great branch 
of that Christian Church, or must we 
conform to those places where this law 
is permitted ? Take America. In the 
State of New Yorkit is permitted, but in 
that State not only isthis permitted, but 
a great many other things are permitted. 
There you may not only marry a de- 
ceased wife’s sister, but you may marry 
first of all a widow, and then her 
daughter. Now, I venture to say, that 
that is the point we make. You cannot 
stay where the hon. Member wishes us 
to stay. You cannot interfere with the 
lays of marriage in one respect only ; 
und every single example given as a 
reason why we should copy other 
countries in regard to legislation of this 
kind, is a reason why we should copy 
them in other respects. The hon. 
Member opposite, in reply to the noble 
Lord the Member for South Kensington 
admitted that in Canada and South 
Australia, marriage with a niece was as 
permissible as marriage to a deceased 
wife’s sister. What is the truth about 
these Colonial laws? These have been 
passed to meet the needs of a particular 
state of society; but is that a reason 
why we should follow their example ? 
The hon. Member who seconded the 
Motion said that what is true in the 
moral sphere in the Colonies is also 
true in the moral sphere in London, 
and every part of the Empire. 
That is a most dangerous doctrine. If 
what is true in the moral sphere in 
Sydney is also true in the moral sphere 
in London, then what is true in the 
moral plane in Calcutta is true in the 
moral plane in London. But that is an 
argument either for abolishing polygamy 
in Caleutta or legalizing polygamy in 
London. I do feel that we want to treat | 
our Colonies perfectly fairly in the | 
matter. What is the Colonial grievance ? | 
They say that if a man marries his 


| 
| 


‘comes to England afterwards, his wife is 
regarded as his mistress and his children 
as bastards. But that is not the case. 
Lord Cairns, in discussing this very Bill 
said— 

“* My view of the law upon the point is this, 
that if a man, being domiciled in a colony in 
which it is lawful to marry a deceased wife’s 
sister, does marry his deceased wife’s sister, his 
marriage with her is good all the world over. 

| Whereas if the man is a domiciled Englishman, 
not domiciled in the colony, but merely resident 
there, his marriage with his deceased wife’s 
sister in such circumstances is bad everywhere, 
because he carries the impediment of his 
domicile to such a marriage with him. It is 
therefore idle to say that such a marriage may 
be valid in one of our colonies and invalid in 
this country.” 


The question depends on domicile, and 
the only hardship is where an 
fnglishman goes to the Colonies in 
order to marry his deceased wife’s sister. 
I submit that that is not an argument 
for a change in the law, because he goes 
to the Colonies to evade the law. We 
respect and we love the Colonies, and 
wish, so far as we can, to be one with 
them and to repay them for all they 
have done for us. But is that an argu- 
ment for allowing them to dictate to us 
on a matter which we hold most sacred 
in regard to the law of marriage? 
Imperial sentiment -is a véry serious 
thing, and I am delighted to see it 
spreading on the Opposition Benches, but 
is the assistance which the Colonies have 
given to the mother-country in the 
present war to be exploited for a change 
in our law of marriage, not in accordance 
with our own ideas but in accordance 
with Colonial ideas? I will not defend 
everything that was done under the 
Lyndhurst Act. There was much that 
was wrong in that Act ; and if there was 
a sordid bargain in it, that was not our 
doing. But the Lyndhurst Act did not 
apply only to marriage with a deceased 
wife’s sister. Before that Act was 
passed all these marriages within the 
tables of consanguinity affinity were 
voidable, because, as was said by Lord 
Brougham, they were void. The Lynd- 
hurst Act applied to all degrees of con- 
sanguinity as well as degrees of affinity, 
and provided that such marriages were 
in future to be not only voidable but 
void. 


Q 
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This Bill will tamper with the marriage 
law, which lies at the root of family life, 
and that is a very dangerous thing to do. 
If passed, I believe that social impurity 
I oppose it not merely 
because I 


would follow. 
on religious grounds, but 


believe that these particular marriages | 
have been invariably prohibited by the | 


Chri-tian Church and only allowed in a 
few cases by special dispensation. I 
oppose it on social grounds, because | 
think it a very happy state which now 
exi-ts inso many families, where the sister 
of » deceased wife comes to look after her 
sister’s children without any suggestion 
of wrong or immorality. That is a good 
thing for the country, and it would 
be an evil thing if by alteration 
ot the law it were rendered impossible. 
[ oppose it also because I do not believe 
there is the slightest real demand for the 
Bill. My hon. friend who moved the 
rejection of the Bill stated that he had 
fought more elections than any other 
Member of this House, and that he had 
never heard the question mentioned ; and, 
with my more limited election experience, 
I haveneverheard the question mentioned 
atan election. The only times it has been 
mentioned to me have been when | re- 
ceived letters—and a good many of 
them—urging me to do all I could in 
opposition to the Bill) I made that 
stutement last year, and if there had 
been any strong public opinion in favour 
of the measure, [ am sure I would have 
hai some protests against my speeeh 
and action; but I have not had a single 
letter of protest. I oppose the Bill 
because I am thoroughly convinced, 
whatever may be said to the contrary, 
that this is not a poor man’s Bill but a rich 
man’s Bill. It is a Bill brought in to 
legalize the wrongful acts of certain rich 
and influential people. Ido not see why, 
if people have broken the marriage law, 
or any other law, an Act of Parliament 
should be passed to repeal that law. It 
is a Bill for which there is no popular 
demand, and to which the women of 
England have almost unanimously pre- 
sented an unbroken opposition. There- 
fore though we were defeated last year 
on the Second Reading, and perhaps will 
be again to-day, I shall feel it my duty 
to offer my most strenuous opposition to 
the Bill at every stage. (2.33.) 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 


{COMMONS} 


| 
| 
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(2.45.) Caprain JESSEL (St. Pancras, 
S.): There seems a to be notion that the 
promoters of this Bill, if the measure is 


| carried into law, are desirous that every- 


body should be compelled to marry his 
deceased wife’s sister. I can assure the 
House there is nothing more remote from 
the wish of the promoters. What we 
seek are facilities to enable a widower, 
where he so desires it, to contract such 
a marriage. The hon. Member for Aston 
Manor has, from a hostile point of view, 
criticised the Bill, and he asks what 
precedent we have for seeking to make 
our proposals retrospective. The answer 
to that question is very easily found. 
We have the precedent of Lord Lynd- 
hurst’s Act of 1833, under which 
marriages, Which, before the passing of 
that Act, were voidable, were made legal. 
I think the hon. Member was a little 
hard on the promoters. In this Bill, 
as compared with the measure of last 
vear, we have made a very considerable 
concession to the feelings—a very natural 
one—of members of the Established 
Church, in that we propose that no 
pains or penalties are to be incurred by 
any clergyman who refuses to officiate 
at such a marriage, and I think it is 
somewhat ungenerous of the hon. Mem- 


ber not to have acknowledged that 
concession. Then I turn to the speech 
of the hon. Member for Tunbridge. 


We maintain that, in practice, marriage 
with a deceased wife's sister is allowed 
all over the Continent. My hon. friend 
referred to France. I can assure him 
that in France it is perfectly easy fora 
man to get a dispensation. It may be 
said that it is therefore necessary fora 
man to be a Catholic, but that is not the 
case, for, of whatever religion he may be, 
he can go to the Minister of Justice and 
obtain a dispensation for such a marriage. 
That this follows in practice is very clear 
when we find, according to French 
statistics, that over 1,000 such marriages 
take place every year. In the case of 
Russia, it is well known that the 
orthodox Church forbids all marriages 
of affinity and spiritual relationship up 
to the sevénth and eighth degree. On 
the other hand, the State allows all who 
are not of the orthodox faith, to contract 
these marriages. 
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Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: Oh | 
yes— 


CapTaIN JESSEL: My hon. friend 
savs ‘Oh yes,” but will he be willing to 
permit in this country those who are not 
of the orthodox faith to contract these 
marriages ? 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN : No. 


Caprain JESSEL : That is precisely 
my case. That is the hardship of which 
we, who are members of other com- 
munities than the Church of England, 
complain. The hon. Member says he is 
not prepared to allow that, and that is 
one of our grievances. In another por- 
tion of his speech the hon. Member re- 
ferred to the Colonies. Relying on a 
speech by Lord Cairns, he denied that 
the children of Colonists who, having 
made such a marriage in the Colonies, 
came to this country were in an illegiti- 
mate position. But the words upon 
which that statement is based were not 
a judgment of Lord Cairns; they 
were simply an opinion expressed by him 
in the course of a debate in the House of 
Lords. Everybody must respect any- 
thing said by Lord Cairns, but I would 
call particular attention to the fact that 
these words were not in a judgment 
delivered by him. A Colonial Marriages 
Bill has often been brought before the 
House to remedy this alleged grievance, 
and the Premiers of all the self-governing 
colonies have petitioned the Government 
in support of such a measure, whereas if 
Lord Cairns’s dictum was correct, there 
would be no necessity for such a Bill 
at all, 

[ now come to the view of religious 
communities outside the Church of 
Englund, and I will simply take the 
words of Dr. Adler, the Chief Rabbi. In 
his evidence before the Royal Commission 
of 1847, as to the view taken by mem- 
bers of the Hebrew persuasion, he said— 

‘The marriage of a widower with his de- 
ceased wife’s sister is not only consid-red pro- 
hilited, but it is distinctly understood to be 
permitted.” 
and he went on to say— 

‘These marriages are considered proper, and 
even laudable, when there are children, and the 
usual time for remaining a widower is abbre- | 
viated in such cases.” 


{5 Fesruary 1902} 


i the Jewish faith. 
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That is the practice of those professing 
I believe that that is 
also the opinion of the Nonconformists of 
the country, although it is not my place 
to speak for them, but doubtless some- 
body will represent what they have to 
say on the subject. As regards. the 
Catholics, all I can say is that two very 
eminent Catholic Cardinals have expressed 
their opinion in favour of these marriages. 
I refer to Cardinal Newman and Cardinal 
Wiseman. 


Eart ;} PERCY: Can the hon. Gentle- 
state what they said—whether 


man 
they ever professed that they were in 
favour of the State legalising these 


marriages ? 


Captain JESSEL: I cannot give an 
answer |on that point, but I know that 
Cardinal Wiseman said that if these 
marriages were expedient in the interests 
of the poor— 


Earn PERCY: By dispensatior of the 
Church, 


Capriwn JESSEL: Quite so; but I do 
not wish to enter into controversy with 
the noble Lord as to whether it was by 
dispensation of the Church or not— 


An Hon. MempBer: I think the 
answer to which the hon. Gentleman 
refers was in this form: Ii, in the 


interests of the poor, he thought it was 
expedient— 


Captain JESSEL: I have not the 
exact words by me, but perhaps later in 
the debate the hon. Member will quote 
the words preceding those he has just 
read. The position, however, amounts 
to this, that the Church of England 
alone does not countenance these 
marriages. Nonconfurmists, Jews, and 
Roman, Catholics do allow them. I quite 
admit that it is absurd to say that the 
opposition comes from only one section 
of the Church of England. I do not 
think there is any considerable division 
of opinion on the matter in the Church, 


_although I happen to know one eminent 


Q 2 
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divine of the Church of England in my 
own constituency, who admits that he is 
in favour of these marriages. But I would 
ask the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich, who is going to speak 
presently, whether or not it is the fact 
that in early times there were other 
marriages then not approved by the 
Church of England which now are 
allowed? I mean such marriages as 
between first cousins. Were they not at 
one time prohibited by the Church of 
England? And surely at one time clergy- 
men or priests were not allowed to marry. 
I will not presume to discuss matters 
affecting the doctrine of a Church to 
which I do not belong, but it seems to me 
that there is a certain want of continuity 
in the practice of the Church of England 
itself, as to the view it takes of different 
kinds of marriages. 

A great deal has been said about 
public opinion in this matter. We had 
been told that no petitions have been 
presented recently. Everybody knows 
that it is very easy to get up petitions and 
public meetings on behalf of either side. 
But in reply to the hon. Member who 
said there had been no expression of 
opinion on this subject, I may say that 
his constituency was canvassed very 
recently on the question, and those in 
favour of the present Bill were in the 
proportion of 28 to 1. But be 
that as it may, I think too much 
attention cannot be paid to the result 
of the division of last year. 
mover of this Bill laid stress on the fact 
that in all the four countries there was a 
very good majority in favour of this 
Bill. Upon the last occasion when 
this measure was before the House 
there was a very large House, and the 
majority was 157 out of 400. There- 
fore, it is not necessary to try and 
agitate. Surely the Members of the 
House of Commons represent in some 
way or other more less the opinions of 
their constituents, If so there are many 
hon. Members in favour of this measure 
and it is fair to presume that they 
represent the feeling of the country. 
[An Hon. MemBer: What about the 
women?] As far as I can ascertain, 
the women are not opposed to this Bill. 
If the noble Lord will pardon me I may 
inform him that I have seven sisters-in- 
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they quite approve of this measure. For 
many years the House of Lords has 
thrown out this Bill, but on the last 
occasion when they considered it, it is 
very interesting to know that His 
Majesty the present King and the present 
Prince of Wales both voted in favour of 
the Bill—{ Ministerial cries of ‘‘ Order, 
order.’’| 

It is said that this is a Bill for 
the rich, but I strenously deny that 
contention. There is absolutely no doubt 
that, except for the social inconvenience, 
the present law is no very great hardship 
to the rich, because they can go abroad 
and get married, and they have done 
this over and over again. They can go 
and live in other countries, where they 
can go through a form of marriage, 
but they cannot go even through a form 
of marriage with a deceased wife's 
sister in this country. Therefore the 
present state of the law isa very great 
hardship upon poor people. I maintain 
that this Bill does not in the least try to 
extend or do away with the principle 
which has been laid down. The measure 
simply removes a particular standing 
grievance. It is no argument to say 
‘“why don’t you go in for sweeping away 
the whole principle?”> My answer is 
that we must move with the times, and 
do what the times demand. If we were 
trying to sweep away the whole principle 
of affinity, I could quite understand hon. 
Members opposite taking a much more 
firm stand than they do. They say to 
us “ Your measure will upset the whole 
principle. Why don't you bring in a 
bigger Bill than this and upset the whole 
marriage laws?” We reply “one thing 
at a time,” and that is our answer. | 
do not agree with this principle of 
affinity in the least, but that has 
nothing to do with the case of 
my hon. friends who are promoting 
Bill. They say we only want 
it in this particular case and we do not 
wish to go any further. I do not say 
that that is my view, but I am sure that 
that is the view of the majority of the 
promoters of this Bill. They say that 
this question presses, and we want this 
grave injustice done away with. | 


hope the House will pass this Bill 
by a very large majority. I wish it 


to be clearly understood that this Bill is 


law, and they all say the same thing that | not broughtin in the interests of the 


Captain Jessel. 
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rich, to whom the grievance is a light 
one, but in the interests of morality and 
of the poor inthis country. 


(6.3.) Mr. VICARY GIBBS: I am 
sure that I do not want to say any- 
thing severe about the hon. Member 
for South St. Pancras, but I must 
protest in the strongest way possible 
against the introduction of His Majesty’s 
name for the purpose of influencing 
the votes of hon. Members of this 
House. I think if there is one thing to 
be deplored more than another it is 
this. Now let me take the argument 
my hon. friend has used to illustrate 
the intention of this measure. The 
hon. Member who spoke last said thev 
wished to go one step at atime. At 
the present time we have a clearly defined 
restriction upon marriage in this country, 
and that restriction relates to certain 
degrees of affinity contained in the table 
of affinity in the Prayer Book. If this 
affinity is to be broken into there is no 
argument which could not be introduced 
later on in favour of any further altera- 
tion. [Opposition eries of “‘Oh, oh! ”’} 
Well, there is none at any rate which 
has so far been adduced in this House, 


and, if we are to break into the laws of | 


affinity, let us do so because those laws 


are unreasonable and unnecessary, and | 
because they put an unfair restriction | 


upon His Majesty’s subjects. That is the 
whole tone of the argument addressed to 
this House, more especially by the hon. 
Member for Accrington. This is a very 
curious position for hon. Members to 
adopt. We ask you to proceed upon 
some logical ground and give us some 
finality. 


at any rate show us that there is some 
chance of reaching finality and that you 
are not opening an endless discussion, 


endless alterations and confusion in men’s | 


minds, producing discomfort, distress, 
quarrels and disputes. 

Let me illustrate in this 
nuschief which I think will arise if 
this measure becomes law. 
4 moment Clause 2, on page 2, which I 


presume has been put in at theinstance of | 


Lord Halifax, and has its inspiration from 
him. It has been inserted with the object 
oi enablingiclergymen who conscientiously 
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| disapprove of these marriages to refuse the 
rights of the Holy Communion to these 
persons. What is the position? It is 
going to say to the laymen, “here is 
a perfectly lawful and expedient step 
for you to take,” and at the same 
moment it is inviting the clergy of the 
Established Church to turn upon these 
men and treat them as men living in 
fornication and as men to whom the 
sacred rites of Holy Communion are to 
be refused. This Bill contains an invita- 
tion to the clergy to refuse the rites of the 
Holy Communion to the laymen of our 
Church if they think fit. Is that not 
bringing a sword into every parish in 
this country? Imagine the result of 
this in country parishes where the 
clergymen take a strong and conscien- 
tious view that such marriages are 
morally wrong. Imagine the case of 
a man who has made one of these 
marriages and who comes under the 
influence of such a priest, and that 
priest tells him it is his duty to put 
his wife away and live away from her. 
[Opposition cries of “Oh, oh.”] That 
is not an argument’ of my _ own, 
but it isa view which will be taken in 
the case of a priest who believes that 
'a man by such a marriage is living in 
sin. Is that going to improve the social 
condition of this country? For the 
sake of benefiting a mere handful of 
men who have broken the law, you are 
going to inflict an injury and arouse 
dissension among a large number of 
‘law-abiding citizens of this country. 

I am glad to see in his place the hon. 
Member for Accrington, and should like 
to make one or two remarks upon what 
he said earlier in this debate. He was 
very strong indeed upon the importance 
‘of assimilating our marriage laws to 
‘those of the Colonies, and I hope he 
will pardon me for saying that with 
| gross exaggeration he described the 
condition of a deceased wife's sister who 
| had been married by a man domiciled 
in Australia, and who came over here 
as being that of a concubine. That is 
an extraordinary statement for a lawyer 
to make, although I could imagine any- 
body else not acquainted with the law 
making such a statement. The hon. 
;Member must know that that is not 
‘the position of such a woman. The 
| hon. Member says that at present it is 
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a mere toss up whether this woman 
would receive the benefit of church 
membership or enjoy social advantages 
when she comes over here. The hon. 
Member cannot have read this Bill. 
Such a case cannot be affected by the 
law, and it can only be affected 
by public opinion. Then there is the 
other point of church membership. 
There is every arrangement made in the 
Bill to prevent the unfortunate woman 
getting church membership. If we are 
to alter our own fundamental marriage 
laws for the sake of making things 
pleasant for the ladies who visit the 
country from Australia, what are we to 
do for the lady whose position is unplea- 
sant on account of other matters con- 
nected with the marriage law? Why is 
she not to be protected by the hon. 
Member ? Why should her children not 
be legitimitised 2? Why should she be 
looked upon as a concubine? We tried 
to get the hon. Member to say whether 
this was satisfactory in his judgment or 
not. Did he want to go further or did 
he want to stop here ? We could not get 
it out of him. He got up and explained, 
and he only darkened counsel. I suppose 
he thought it would embarrass us and 
make it more difficult for us to reply. 
He left us entirely in the dark whether 
he wanted to go forward or whether this 
would satisfy him. My point is that you 
cannot assimilate the marriage laws of 
the Colonies so long as the Colonies have 


Deceased T] ‘ife’s 


different marriage laws one from 
the other. I deny the claim of the 


Colonies that we should alter our marri- 
age laws to suit them. I do not think st 
has ever been put forward by any res- 
ponsible statesman. J[ should like to see 
the marriage law the same in the whole 
of the British Empire, but that, I think, 
is a counsel of perfection which we can- 
not possibly attain. One Member said 
what a preposterous thing it is that the 
law has been defined by Mr. Justice 
Denman, that a man who goes through 
a form of marriage with his wife's sister 
is guilty of bigamy, and yet if he goes 
through that form of marriage after his 
wite’s decease the marriage is not a 
marriage at all in law. 
very simple to any one with an element- 
ary knowledge of the law. The offence 
of bigamy is made, not by going through 
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is bad, but because the woman may 
have been induced to marry under a 
false pretence, and for that offence the 
man is most properly punished by the 
law. ; 
The hon. Member for North Norfolk 
brought forward a new point when 
he said that apparently there was an 
omission from the Prayer Book table of 
contents. He said there was no reference 
in the table of contents to one important 
passage. I think that is trifling with the 
House, and it is not judicious in his own 
interest, if he desires this measure to 
become law, that he should put forward 
such trivial remarks to people who feel 
earnestly on this matter. Do give us 
credit for feeling very strongly about 
this. Weare appealed to over and over 
again to consider the feelings of Non- 
conformists in regard to things which 
seem to them quite right and proper. I 
would asx hon. Members to remember 
that when they attack our marriage laws 
in a way that practically de troys 
affinity, and that they take up an atti- 
tude which must logically land them in 
a position where a man can marry a 
widow, and afterwards her daughter, 
whom he may have brought up irom 
childhood. The House should not be 
surprised if we offerthe most determined 
opposition to this measure, not merely 
now but in Committee. I cannot con- 
ceive that this measure will be sent to 
a Grand Committee ; it would be such a 
monstrous abuse of the procedure of this 
House as it at present exists. Do not be 
surprised if we use every form in this 
House we legitimately can to oppose a 
measure which we are convinced is pro- 
foundly against the interests of the 
country, and do not be surprised that 
we are incensed when we are trifled with 
by such trumpery stuff as has been put 
before us by the hon. Member for North 


Norfotk. 


*(3.22.) Sm MARK STEWART 
(Kirkeudbrightshire): I rise to support 
the Amendment. I could wish that the 
House had been fuller than it has been 
up to the present time, and that Mem- 
bers would not flock in and vote when 
the division is taken, for I maintairi fear- 
lessly that the debate has gone all one 
We have really had no conclusive 


arguments on the other side at all. The 
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hon. Member for South 


disclosed a fact which certainly, if he had 
stated it in a full House, must have hada 
damaging effect on his own side. He in 
effect said,‘ We will to-day vote for this Bill 
and allow a man to marry his deceased 
wife's sister, and next year we will allow 
aman to marry his stepmother, we will 
allow a man to marry his wife’s niece 
and so on.” Well, all I can say is that 
if the House of Commons is going to 
play—for it is not serious legislation— 
with the marriage laws in this fashion, 
they must have very little to do on Wed- 
nesday. My friend the mover of the Bill 
spoke as if all Scotland was unanimous in 
approval of the measure. He did not 
give his reasons for that, beyond stating 
what was the percentage of Scottish 
Members who voted last year in the 
division lobby, but I am satisfied that 
there is a very strong feeling in Scotland 
against the Bill. That feeling was exem- 
plified some years ago in a somewhat 
remarkable pamphlet, signed by thirty- 
four of the leaders of the Established 
Church, the Free Church, and the United 
Presbyterian Chureh—the three great 
Presbyterian bodies of Scotland—and 
although I will assume that some of those 
ina exalted position may have changed 
their views, at the same time you will find 
a tremendously strong under-current not 
only among the divines of the Church of 
Scotland, but among the people of Scot- 
land against the Bill, Iam satisfied that 
Iam speaking the truth when I say that 
if such a bill were discussed in the General 
Assembly of the Church of Scotland, and 
in the courts of the sister Churches you 
would find the preponderating view 
would be against it. During the ten 
contested elections I have fought I have 
never been asked a question on this 
subject. There is absolute indifference 
on the part of the people. and although 
you may fan into flames on a Wednes- 
day afternoon some occult views which 
have not been heard for many years, yet 
I say that it is a fallacy to suppose that 
the people of Scotland are in favour of 
such a scheme as this without taking 
some means to ascertain their views, and 
to see what they really feel on the subject. 
There are some who would give anything 
to have the law changed, but it is not for 


the good of the Church or the people of | 


the country, but for the good of them- 
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St. Pancras | selves, and these are the last persons who 


| ought to influence the House of Commons 
in a debate o! this character. 
| + | am satisfied the proposed change in the 
‘law would do great harm to the social 
conditions under which we live. | have 
/seen, over and over again, sisters-in-law 
|looking after their sister’s children, and 
'whom can the brother-in-law get to do 
‘that better? The widower would lose all 
that advantage. I have known men 
express the strongest hope that the law 
will never be repealed. We know 
perfectly well that the sanctity of the 
law of marriage has been greatly shaken 
by the Divorce Courts. If you begin to 
tinker with the law of marriage you will 
do a great deal of harm to the country. 
As a Scotchman I cannot say that | 
approve altogether of the marriage laws 
in that country. I want, as a Conserva- 
tive, to keep all that we have. We know 
where we are, but if we were to pass 
this measure there would be no possible 
finality, and we might run into difficulties 
that we know not of. We have heard of 
the Lyndhurst Act. I am not going into 
the reasons for which that Act was passed. 
They were clearly stated by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- 
hampton. It did not alter the law; 
it altered the machinery of the law. 
Although Lord Cairns’s speech in the 
House of Lords was not a judgment, 
every one who knows the wonderful 
mastery he had of the principles of law 
must give credence to what he said. Lord 
Cairns's stated that when the man was 
domiciled in a Colony, and married there 
his deceased wife’s sister, the marriage 
would be lawful, not only in the Colony 
but be recognised as lawful in this country 
and everywhere. We have heard a great 
deal to-day about the unfortunate woman 
who comes over to this country and is not 
recognised because she has married her 
deceased sister’s husband. Lord Cairns 
'went on to say that the existing law pre- 
| vented people domiciled in England going 
'to a Colony to contract a marriage with 
' a deceased wife’s sister, and claiming such 
marriages as valid on their return home. 
I cannot see any great hardship in keeping 
thelaw as it is; and | think that to pass 
san Act to whitewash people who break the 
law is too ridiculous. 
[ ask, Sir, is it 
There are 


expedient to 


raise this question ? many 
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persons who have a strong view of the 
sanctity of marriage as we find it in parts 
of the Old Testament ; and they believe 
that if you break in on that you destroy 
a fundamental, and if you destroy a 
fundamental you lose the whole thing. 
For 1,400 years after Christ you will not 
find a single authority in favour of such 
marriages. ‘That is surely a strong point 
to consider. We ought to go back ana 
look at what our forefathers, who were 
certainly as good judges as we are, thought 
on this important matter, and trust to 
their judgment. In no Christian country, 
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except in our own Colonies, so far as [| 
| the principle to myself, and that it is an 


know, is this proposal entertained. We 


know that public opinion in France and | 
'the majority of the House of Commons, 


Holland is against it. Of course they get a 
dispensation sometimes, but that does not 
prove that the people approve of such 


marriages ; it only proves that in certain | 
| were to apply to Ireland and had received 


circumstances a dispensation is given. 
Then the Greek Church is not in the least 
favourable to this view. Why should we 
therefore have this view forced on an un- 
willing people? In some States in the 
United States, a man can marry his niece, 
and in other States a man can marry his 
father’s second wiie. We do not want to 
bring that in here. Then, if the attitude 
of the Church of England is looked at, I 
question whether opinion was ever more 
solid against marriage with a deceased 
wife’s sister than at the present time. 
When you have the Archbishop of Can- 
terbury, the Bishop of London, who 
knows the views of the working men as 
well as any one, and the Bishop of Here- 
ford coming to the same conclusion that 
on no account should this Bill pass, I say 
that the House of Commons would un- 
dertake a great responsibility if it takes 
the matter into its own hands and gives 
the Bill a Second Reading. 


(3.35.) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: 
I beg hon. Members to dismiss the 
argument that a reasonable reform 


should be rejected because unreasonable 
proposals may possibly follow. That 
is an argument that has been 


em- | 


ployed against any kind of reform ever | 
made in this country, and it is an argu- | 
ment which shows that very few good | country are to be opposed by a small 
reasons can be offered against the Bill..| section of a section of the Anglican 
Here is a measure which has received, I | Church !{[An Hon, Memper : “‘ No.”’] The 
should say, more parliamentary sanction | hon. Gentleman who interrupts me does 
and approval than any other measure not say that the Church of England repre- 


Sir Mark Stewart. 
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passed into law since I have been in this 
House. I am afraid to tell the number of 
times that the principle has been sane- 
tioned by the House of Commons. The Bill 
has passed through all its stages in each 
Chamber of the Legislature, and has only 
escaped being passed into law and placed 
on the Statute book -by the clumsy 
machinery of Procedure of the House, 
and the pertinacity, obstinacy, and fac- 
tiousness of a small opposing minority. 
Now, if I were to condemn the action of 
a small minority | might be regarded as 


|a Cataline preaching against conspiracy: 


and it may be said that I should apply 
insult on the intelligence and power of 


that a small body of men should be able 
to defy the will of Parliament. All I can 
say in reply to that is, that, if a measure 


the support of such large majorities as 
this Bill has received, the two noble Lords 
opposite would have voted for a Resolu- 
tion which would have stopped the 
mouths of all the Irish party. 

Let us look at the position of the reli- 
gious communities in regard to the 
question of marriage with a deceased wife’s 
sister. These marriages are approved of by 
practicall ythe whole of the Nonconformist 
Committees of England ; they are prac- 
tised and sanctioned by the Jewish 
community in this country; they are 
not encouraged, but they are permitted, 
in the Catholic Church. |Hon. Members 
on the Ministerial Benches ‘‘ Dispensa- 
tion.”] I will come to Dispensation 
immediately, if I get dispensation from 
interruption. These marriages are 
further approved of by a large body of 
members of the Church of England. 
When I take up the division list of last 
year on this Bill I see that for the Second 
Reading there were 279 “Ayes” and 122 
“Noes. Of these 279 “ Ayes” 96 were, 
I am told, Conservatives and Liberal 
Unionists, and the majority of them were 
members of the Church of England. To 
what position are we driven on this 
question ? That the opinion and practice 
of all the religious communities of this 
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this sents all the Protestant bodies of England. | prefer that a stranger with no tie of 
er of I say, and the votes in the lobbies prove | blood, and who would look upon them 
anc- it, that the Nonconformist opinion is| with an eye of disfavour which has 
> Bill practically solid in favour of this measure ;,; made the frown of a stepmother a 
each but a few hon. Gentlemen opposite, in a| proverb in the literature of the world, 
only narrow spirit of Sectarianism, insist that should have charge of those children as a 
aced because they disapprove of these marriages | stepmother, or would she prefer to ask 
msy every other religious opinion should | her husband to bring in a near relative 
use, subject itself to their opinion. I have like the aunt who had, perhaps, known 
| fac- never heard the doctrine of religious | the children from their earliest days, and 
rity. intolerance more nakedly and cour-| perhaps had nursed and brought them 
n of ageously avowed than by the representa- | up, and on whose affections she could 
d as tives of that small section of a section of con ide? Can it be supposed that such 
acy: the Church of England. Really, some a woman would prefer a stranger to take 
pply of the speeches of the question seem to her) place, who would frown upon the 
s an me to have been made_by gentlemen who | helpless young children? I do not know 
er of have not read even the title of the Bill, | anything in the literature of this subject 
10ns, becatise some on these speeches would | that has influenced me more than a 
able lead one to suppose that this is a compul-| passage from the writings of Sir Edwin 
| can sory Bill, and that every man must Chadwick, in which he brings out a fact 
sure immediately proceed on his wife’s death which is familiar to everybody who 
sived to marry his deceased wife’s sister. May | knows anything about human nature. 
eS as I point out that if it be against their | He says that one of the reasons why so 
ords religious convictions to marry their; many young boys and girls leave their 
solu- deceased wife’s sister they need not do | home and begin a career of misery which 
the it; but why should men be prevented by ends in vice and degradation is a step- 
law from marrying their deceased wife’s mother who has been brought in in place 

reli- sister if their religious convictions sanc- | of the wife. Now I do not want the 
the tioned such a union? Why should they stepmother brought in if the second 
vife's not imitate the action of Catholics in| mother can be brought in. I acknow- 
of by regard to the law of divorce? No earnest ledge that opinion is divided amongst 
“mist and consistent churchman who is opposed | Catholics upon the question of this Bill. 
prac- to the marriage with a deceased wife's can array in support of this Bill 
wish sister will be compelled to} make use of Cardinal Wiseman, Cardinal Newman, 
y are the law, any more than a Catholic is and Cardinal Moran, of Australia, and 
tted, compelled to make use of the law of one of the petitions presented in favour 
[BERS divorce. of this Bill was a petition signed | think 
ensa- I regard this Bill as affecting the by hundreds of the Catholic priests of 
ation poor rather than the rich. I entirely Dublin and other parts of Ireland, On 
from traverse the statement that thisa rich the other hand I believe that Cardinal 
are man’s Bill. I can regard the rich man Vaughan is opposed to this Bill; and I 
y of asa man and a brother, like the hon, | believe that Cardinal Manning is also 
land. Gentlemen opposite, but I am not going against this measure. I fully acknow- 
F last to deprive him of his social rights even ledge that the Catholic Church authori- 
cond although he happens to be rich. But ties do not encourage these matters. The 
| 122 it is a well known fact that these mere fact that a dispensation has to be 
were, marriages are more common among the asked for these marriages is a proof that 
beral working people than among the rich or the Catholic Church looks upon them 
were inthe higher classes. The main effect of | with disfavour, but nevertheless the 
To this Bill is to allow a man, in that awful Catholic Church gives dispensation. By 
this hour when he has lost his wife, to give his | this means the Catholics allow the mar- 
tice children a second mother instead of a step- Tage to take place. You may not 
this mother. I put it toany who knows any- | @pprove of it, but you allow the marriage 
small thing of human nature or of married life. | to take place, and can it be regarded 
‘lican I put it to hon. Members with some Wth decency or humanity when you 
] The experience of life, that if a woman died | permit these marriages to afterwards 
does leaving behind four or five children, and | bastardize these children by the law of 
epre- she had a choice to make, would she|the land? Could there be a more 
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inhuman inconsistency than this? You 
give immunity to the half guilty party 


who make these marriages, and then | 
you punish with shame and opprobium | 
Has the House | 


the innocent offsprings. 
fully realised the sin that you are putting 
on tens of thousands of children who 
have been born within the last 40 
years! [Cries of ‘Oh, oh!”] But there 
must have been at least ten thousand 
children as the result of these marriages 
within the last forty years. Can anybody 
realise the misery put upon these families 1 
Anyone born with this sin of illegitimacy 
is made to carry an open sore all through 
life, and it is inhuman to ask any re- 
ligious community to pass upon the 
children of these marriages such suffering 
and degradation. Therefore, I say that 
it is an act of humanity to vote for the 
Second Reading of this Bill. 

(3.55.) Lorp HUGH CECIL: For the 
first time in the evening during this 
debate we see a large proportion of 
the hon. Members of the House present, 
and I cannot refrain from saying that 
when we are told that there is a great 
popular demand for this measure it is a 
little strange that that demand has 
generally been expressed by vacant green 
benches. i also wish to say that this is 
an illustration of the impropriety of this 
Bill being brought forward by a private 
Member. ‘The hon. Member for North 
Norfolk embarked upon a premature 
discussion of the Rules of Procedure, but 
he had no argument to bring forward 
which was worthy of the Bill. 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON: I gave 
them last year. 

Lorp HUGH CECIL: We have been 
discussing a good deal whether this Bill 
ought or ought not to pass, and these 
things all hang together. You bring in 
a Bill to which the House is practically 
to devote two hours only of real discus- 
sion, and other hon. Members of the 
House, and myself, use the forms of the 
House with equal sincerity to prevent 
the measure passing into law. Iam not 
surprised at the speech of the hon. 
Member for South St. Pancras, for we 
have had from him the candid and frank 
disclosure that this is only one step in 
the attack upon the marriage laws. 
The hon. Member says “ one thing at a 
time,” but we have not had a good 


Mr. T. P. O'Conner. 


{COMMONS} 


Sister Bill. 172 
attendance of hon. Members to listen to 
the arguments which have been urged 
with so much ability on one side and so 
little suecess upon the other side. 

Let me take, first of all. the arguments 
in favour of the Bill. We are told, first 
of all, that the working classes want this 
measure. I should have thought that 
that was a statement which might have 
been made to almost any audience 
except the House of Commons with good 
effect. We have seen something of the 
working classes at election times, and 
then we have had opportunities of 
judging their opinions. They correspond 
with us frequently during the sittings 
of Parliament, and I ask is there any 
evidence at all that the working classes 
of this country care two straws about 
the matter? I am glad that my hon. 
friend referred to the statement of the 
Bishop of London upon these points, 
because there is nobody more qualified to 
gauge the opinion of the working 
classes than the Bishop of London. 
His career has been a model 
one, and he has been conspicuously 
what a Christian Bishop should be, and 
he has the confidence of a very large 
number of the working classes of this 
country. The Bishop of London has 
opposed this Bill. Therefore I set that 
aside as an argument that should he told 
only to marines or any other credulous 
audience. 

Now, Sir, the argument upon which 
the promoters of this Bill rely most 
strongly for convincing the House of 
Commons is, that this Bill would be 
agreeable to our Colonial fellow-subjects. 
Nobody is more proud than I am of the 


great Colonial Empire of which this 
country is the owner, and nobedy 


appreciates more than I do the devotion 
and loyalty which they have displayed. 
But I am persuaded that if this argu- 
ment was to be admitted for a moment 
it would be a disastrous blow at the whole 
doctrine of Colonial self-government. It 
has been put to us that, this country 
having assented to certain Colonial 
| measures, therefore we are committed to 
this Bill. The whole idea of Colonial 
self-government is that they should 
govern themselves, and if they are not 
allowed to do sometimes what we dis 
‘approve of, then they would not be 
_ governing themselves, but we should be 
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governing them. The test is that they 
should be allowed to do what we think is 
wrong, but what they think is right. I 
am sorry to have to explain these ele- 
mentary principles to hon. Members, but 
unless we come down to something very 
clear and elementary, you cannot find the 
bottom of many perversities in the reason- 
ings which have been addressed to us on 
this! subject. I am obliged to ask why 
the Colonial argument should be brought 
forward at all in connection with this 
Bill. It would be quite relevant to a Bill 
which proposes to deal with the dis- 
abilities attaching to Colonial marriages 
in this country, which are confined to the 
inheritance of real property and no 
other thing, for that isa very crushing 
disability. Whatever value the argu- 
ment may have, it does not relate to this 
Bill at all, but to the Colonial Marriages 
Bill. I should like to ask my hon. friend 
who introduced this Bill, and who secured 
the first opportunity for private Members, 
why he did not introduce the Colonial 
Bill? Instead of that, 
he elects to try to alter the law 
of this country; but then, what 
becomes of the Colonial argument? 
Why are we to have this Imperialistic 
screen set up, from behind which people 
can fire at the marriage laws of this 
country! Why are we to have the 
marriage laws degraded in this way ? 
Why is patriotism to be paraded, and I 
would say degraded, in this way? I 
the right of the Colonies 
of self-government, but I also claim 
that we should be allowed to settle our 
own laws for ourselves. Supposing in 
the future we are to have a closer federa- 
tion between the Empire; suppose, 
although it seems a long way off, we can 
see a legislative body sitting here for the 
whole Empire, we shall still retain the 
night of making our own laws for our- | 
selves. Why then is this House and the 
Imperial Parliament not to have this 
right? Ithink that I have now disposed 
of two of the most powerful arguments 
in favour of the Bill. [Laughter.] Hon. | 
Members who laugh did not hear the 
statements in favour of the Bill which | 
we have listened to. If they had, they 
would know how weak was the case for 
the Bill, and it is difficult for one to | 
speak of them as arguments at all. 

Now I pass to the third point, which | 


Marriages 


recognise 
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is the history of Lord Lyndhurst’s Act. 
That is a very interesting point, because 
of a statement made in a speech of great 
ability delivered by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Wolverhamp- 
ton last year. In last year’s debate there 
was a great controversial victory for 
the opponents of the Bill. Lord Lynd- 
hurst's Act treats all marriages exactly 
in the same way. When we are told 
that before Lord Lyndhurst’s Act every 
marriage was voidable if not void, that 
applies to marriage of every degree, even 
to the most hideous acts of incest, pre- 
cisely in the same way. I really think 
the way in which this case is got up, and 
the way hon. Members, who know very 
little |about it themselves, are instructed 
to argue it, is very disgraceful to the 
gentlemen who coach them, because the 
misrepresentation with regard to the 
law of the country is most stupendous. 
My hon. friend described the law of the 
country, but the description was a tissue 
of misrepresentations. He said there 
was no statutory law earlier than Henry 
VIII. forbidding marriages of this kind ; 
he did not say, however, that the reason 
of that was that Christianity, being a 
part of the common law of the country, 
regarded, as a matter of course, these 
marriages as illegal. Early in the reig 
of Henry VIII. other restrictions of jess 
importance were made, but this restric- 
tion was never questioned, and in Charles 
II.’s reign it was actually enforced, 
So that the law on this subject 
is absdlutely unbroken—this was always 





an illegal marriage. The law was 
oceasidnally evaded by most abusive 


practi¢es, which were put an end to once 
and for all by Lord Lyndhurst’s Act. 
As Lam speaking from the point of view 
of the morality or immorality of this 
proposal, I should like to ask why hon. 
Members who are in favour of it 
propose that it should be a retrospective 
law? Why, if it was wicked of Lord 
Lyndhurst’s Act to sanction law-break- 
ing in the past, is it not wicked for hon. 
Members to sanction it now ? 

I wish to say a word as to one 
rather singular argument of the hon. 
Member for the Scotland division of 
Liverpool. His argument was that 
the deceased wife’s sister was a more 
eligible stepmother than anybody else, 
and that we ought not to stand in the 
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way of such a desirable substitute for 
the existing mothers. Let me say at 
once that that is a question about which 
women themselves are much _ better 
judges than we, and if the hon. Member 
consents to this Bill going before a Select 
Committee we will have before us some 
representative women of the country 
and hear what they say, and I do not 


think that the hon. Member will find , 


that the beautiful fancy picture which he 


draws of the wife summoning her sister | 


to her deathbed to take her place, will 
assimilate with the views of the great 
majority of the women of the country. 


Now let me turn to the arguments | 


which may be urged against the Bill. 
This is a part of the question which 
cannot be treated without grave con- 
sideration. First there comes, pre- 


liminary to all the questions of social | 


convenience, the moral right or wrong, 
or what is called in cant political 
discussion, the religious argument. I hope 
I shall be pardoned if I deal somewhat 
thoroughly with this part of the question, 
because it is a matter upon which there is 
more misapprehension than on any other 
part of this subject. Let me remind 
the House that jn all questions affecting 
the relation of the sexes we must recog- 
nise a spiritual and transcendental side 
—no moralist has ever suggested it, but 
conscience is vehement on that side. No 
one can treat the relation of the sexes 
as a mere material matter. It is quite 
true that in recent years there has 
grown up a small section of thinkers 
who take that line and approach the 
subject from that point of view, but those 
are thinkers from a non-religious point of 
view. The great majority of thinkers, of 
all schools of thought, have recognised 
that there belongs to the relation of the 
sexes a peculiarly spiritual side. If that 
were not so, the whole doctrine that the 
honour of a woman is dearer than her life 
and dearer than the lives of other people, 
which is founded on this spiritual relation, 
would be lost; if it wasa mere animal 
question such a thing could not arise. 


There is something here which lies | 


outside the range of reasoning analysis ; 
you cannot approach it from a strictly 


animal point of view; you cannot weigh | 


and balance it; and you cannot arrive 
at it by a study of ancient records ; it 
belongs by universal consent to the 


Lord Hugh Cecil. 
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| spiritual world. I am anxious to em- 
| phasize this point because, although the 
| House may regard it as a truism, it so 
| often happens that an essential feature 
| of this kind is kept out of sight, and the 
‘rest of the argument seems ineffective 
| because this is not kept in view. The 
‘truth is that the human body is the most 
marvellous of all the works of creation ; 
it is the bridge which connects the 
physical and material with the spiritual 
world. How wonderful it is that by 
a purely material agency in the brain, 
communicated by a purely material 
|agency to the hand, a book may be 
written which may contain profound 
spiritual thoughts, such as the tragedy 
of Hamlet, or the Epistles to the Romans, 
which endure for all time ; that through 
a material agency should be enforced all 
these strictly spiritual thoughts and in- 
spirations. Is it not wonderful that such 
divine functions, such a sublime light, 
should be hemmed in by material con- 
ditions ? I should like to call attention to 
two sentences in a book which has created 
some little notice, and which represents 
the opposite point of view. It is Mr. 
Well’s “ Anticipations.”” Anyone who 
reads the concluding chapter sees that 
he anticipates a development which is 
only to be derived from strictly material 
grounds. His attitude is, that the rela- 
tion of the sexes is merely a matter 
of indulgence; the whole idea of moral 
purity is banished from the question 
altogether. I put that to drive home 
the argument. What is the point of 
view of every hon. Member? He would 
deny that ; he would say, there is such 
a thing as moral purity; it is cherished 
throughout the country; but it lies be- 
yond our power of analysis; we cannot 
precisely delineate its limits by our own 
reasoning. 

We have, therefore, to have recourse 
to two authorities—the authority of 
conscience, and the authority of reve- 
lation. The authority of conscience 
includes moral purity, but it can 
only determine the main proposition. 
You cannot determine vice questions, 
every little precise detail of the 
problem you will have to solve, except 
by an appeal to some other author- 
ity. Premising so far, | come very 
briefly to the authority of revelation. 
When you study the New Testament, the 
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first impression is that you are confirmed 
in the opinion which you have formed of 
the mystical character of the relations 
of the sexes, and in particular of 
marriage. The language throughout is 
that which can only be appropriate when 
relating to the relations of the sexes, and 
in particular, the unity of man and wife is 
described in language which shows it to 
be of a peculiar character, far beyond any 
knowledge obtained from Christian law, 
and not as evidently created by marriage. 
What does that extend to? To what 
extent does it go? It is not generally 
denied that a marriage with a deceased 
wife’s daughter or a deceased wife’s 
mother is an unlawful union, but then 
you come to this; you have a unity 
established which renders it unlawful 
fora man to marry his deceased wife's 
mother or his deceased wife’s daughter, 
and the question we have to solve is, 
whether it is also unlawful for a man to 
marry his deceased wife’s sister. What 
we know of Divine law would never 
lead us to think it was permissible ; there- 
fore, before you approach the question of 
conscience authority at all, you find this 
inherent improbability in the suggestion 
that these unions are not unlawful. 
For the first 1400 years of Christendom 
nobody doubted that they were unlawful, 
and for the first 1400 years no authority 
has been placed in the opposite direction. 
How significant that is! Does anybody 
suppose that a moral proposition so 
testified to can be lightly laid aside? 
And, even if there was ambiguity 
or doubt, when all reason goes to 
show that these unions are unlawful, 
can anybody maintain that to enter 
into such a union is not unlawful? 
Let us notice the position of the Roman 
Church. I shall not be suspected by 
members of that religious faith of any of 
that disrespect to the Roman Church 
which sometimes unhappily characterises 
controversies in this country. Of course, 
I do not take the same view of the 
question as has been taken by the 
Roman Church, but the important thing 
is, that the position of the Roman Church 
is distincé ; it is the position neither of 
the opponents nor of the defenders of 
this proposal. It is something by itself, 
and it is utterly vain to quote it in 


favour of the position of those Gentle- | 


men who desire to pass this Bill. The 
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Roman Church, towards the end of the 
fifteenth century, began to allow dispen- 
sations in favour of these marriages, but 
it did so only on the theory—which, of 
course, all Protestants reject—that the 
Church has tn itself a high and supreme 
power, which can set aside in particular 
cases that which otherwise is binding. No- 
body supposes that this House has that 
power. Nobody supposes that Parlia- 
ment has that power: Nobody supposes. 
that that which is immoral can be made 
moral by Act of Parliament. Nobody 
supposes—and this is more precisely the 
attitude of the Roman Churech—that that 
which is inconsistent with the highest 
purity can be made consistent with it 
by Act of Parliament. The claim to this 
power is peculiar to the Church of 
Rome, and is not admitted by the whole 
body of Protestant opinion, nor, I may 
add, by the whole body of Oriental 
opinion. 

Now, ‘Sir, Il perfectly understand 
Roman Catholics accepting that as their 
theological position; they are always 
perfectly logical. The last imputation 
one could make against Roman Catholics 
is, that they do not severely argue out 
their position, and no one would com- 
plain of their accepting these dispensa- 
tions and regarding them as being con- 
sistent with their own theory. But I 
confess I cannot restrain a smile when 
I find zealous Protestants urging them 
as an,argument in favour of this Bill. 


| What is the origin of these dispensations ? 


position of the Pope. 


One, I think, was granted by Pope 
Innocent IIL, but they did not become 
part of the practice of the Roman Church 
until the time of Pope Alexander VI. 
For a Roman Catholic to accept the 
judgment of the Pope is perfectly reason- 
able, because he believes in the official 
But what of 
the Protestant? The Protestant denies 
that; he denies the official position ; 
and he must therefore be supposed to 
believe in the legitimacy of these dispensa- 
tions, because he has so much confidence 
in the moral judgment of Pope Alexander. 
I think that is a most singular attitude of 
mind for controversialists to be led to 
adopt. 

Now as regards Protestant bodies, 
There is against this Bill the testimony of 
the Church of England, expressed with 


ome emphasis by the responsible chiefs 
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and bishopsof that Church. There is the 
Churchof Scotland, which, in emphatic lan- 
guage in the Westminister Confesssion for- 
bids these unions; and there is the whole 
body of Eastern and Oriental opinion. 
Now let me put a question to hon. Mem- 
bers. Iam not speaking now of social! 
expediency. of the rights of colonials, or 
whatever it may be; I am speaking on 
the question of right or wrong. Are these 
unions right or are they wrong? Do 
they belong to the class of unions between 
the sexes which lower purity, or to the 
class of unions which maintain purity ? 
To which class do they belong? The 
question I put to the supporters of this 
Bill is, can they propound one single argu- 
ment of any sort or kind in favour of 
their belief that such a union does not 
lower purity, except the belief of them 
seives and other persons who support the 
Bili? The appeal is to authority, and the 
only authority they can bring is, that it 
does not appear to be shocking. to them- 
selyes and to those who support the Bill. 
Was there ever such an argument put 
forward to lead a grave assembly to the 
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doing of a grave act ? 

| pass now to what is to me the most 
important part of the subject—the ques- 
tion of social expediency. First of all, 
there is the destruction of many happy 
homes which now have as the centre of 
pure female influence a sister-in-law of the 
master, whetherit be a poor home or a 
rich home. At present they live together 
in perfect purity, without scandal, but in 
future, if this Bill passes, they will be 
obliged to choose between marriage and 


separation, [‘*No.”] There is another 
argument, which seems to me to be a 


grave one, on the question of social ex- 
pediency. If this Bill passes, there will 
be set up, for the first time in the history 
of England, two kinds of marriages—a 


Church marriage and a State mar- 
riage. I recognise that this Bill is 


not open, in addition to other imputa- 
tions, to the imputation of tyranny, as it 
would be if it attempted to force the 
conscience of the clergy in the matter of 
performing the ceremony. But could 
there be any more astonishing position, 
especially in a country with an Estab- 
lished Church, than that of having two 
kinds of marriage—people who are 
married from one point of view, but not 


from another; people who are married 


Lord Hugh Cecil. 
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sufficiently to enjoy State recognition, 
but not sufficiently to enjoy Church 
recognition ? I remember a very striking 
phrase once used to a person of my 
acquaintance, by a woman who had 
married, not her deceased _ sister’s 
husband, but her deceased daughter’s 
husband. ‘I believe,’’ she said, ‘‘I am 
married by the law, but not by the 
Bible.” Of course, that is a meaningless 
phrase now, but it will not be meaning- 
less if this Bill passes. There will then 
be lots of people who are married by the 
law, but not by the Bible. [‘‘ There are 
now. | 1 mean, not by the Church. In 
particular, I would call attention to the 
peculiar position in which the clergy of 
the Church of England themselves are 
placed by this Bill. If a clergyman were 
to marry his deceased wife’s sister, he 
would still be exposed—very properly, 
I think—to a prosecution for immoral 
conduct. Therefore, you may actually 
have this singular result, that Mr. So- 
and-So, a clergyman, who marries his 
deceased wife's sister, is prosecuted for 
immoral conduct, tried before the ordin- 
ary tribunal, perhaps finally before the 
Privy Council, and deprived of his 
benefice, while Mr. Such-and-Such, his 
brother, who is not in holy orders, does 
exactly the same thing, and his marriage 
is treated as absolutely valid. [Task any 
lawyer in the House, whether there is 
anything in the least resembling that in 
the law of England at the present 
moment? It is something entirely new 
and exceedingly dangerous 

Closely connected with that there 
is the question of the social expediency 
of disturbing society from top to 


bottom. An hon. Member, a friend of 
mine, who is a great supporter of 


this Bill, said to me recently that he 
was very much pained to hear that a 
Bishop in the Colonies had refused to 
address a woman who had married her 
deceased husband’s brother except by 
her maiden name. This was done ina 
colony which allows these marriages. I 
do not express any opinion as to whether 
that Bishop acted wisely or not, but can 
anybody not see that, if you alter the 
law and cha'lenge a great body of 
religious feeling, you accentuate all this 
class of difficulties? At present, a good- 
1atured, easy-going man does not pry into 
his neighbour’s concerns. Very rightly 
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he says, “ Their morality is no business of | 


mine; 1am not to sit in judgment upon 
it.’ But supposing a man comes to you 
and says, 
wrong ?”’ 
thought so, would not 
to be wrong. If this Bill passes it will act 
as a challenge. Everybody whois married 
under the Bill williclaim to be rightly 
married under the sanction of the State. 


if he 


There is no one who, 


Whether you complain or not, is it not | 


likely that when that claim is made, it will 
be contested by those who strongly deny 
the morality of such Unions ? 
there will be the refusal of the clergy and 
the Gifficulties which 
with regard to Communion and Christian 
burial. Lam not pronouncing an opinion, 
it is not my business to pronounce an 
opinion as to what the Church of England 
ought to sayto anybody. But I say that 
you are raising very difficult 
which will lead to friction in every parish 
in the country, and, human nature being 
what it is, result In serious scandal of the 
most distressing and painful description. 

Will the Bill do 
persons in whose interest it is 
Do they gain more than they lose? By 
having the recognisation of the law on their 
side they do not gain the removal of social 
Social stigma depends on con- 
siderations other than the operation of 


questions, 


Zoo | 


stigia. 


the law. They do not gain; they lose, 
because at present they enjoy peace and 


tranquility by their neighbours recognis- 
ing that theyare married people, whereas 
now, as I say, by this Bill you raise the 
question, ‘Are these people right or are 
they wrong !”* and everybody who enter- 
tains strong opinions will answer in 
accordance with their convictions. You 


will be introducing a sword of division in | 


every part of the country, where now 
there is peace and quietness. This is only 
a beginning ; there likely to be a 
series of these Bills brought before Parlia- 
ment. [‘Oh.’] That is so, if we are to 
believe the seconder of the Bill. 
whole doctrine appears to be that you are 
todo good little by little, that you are todo 
one thing «ta time; and then [I suppose 
there will be an end altogether of that 
tranquil recognition of the unalterable 
law which is the very foundation of the 
institution of marriage. 

There is one other clause in the Bill to 
which I wish to refer before | pass from 
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say he believed it | 


Then | 


arise out of that | j 


even to the) 
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the question of social expediency, and 
that is the very remarkable first clause. 
I shail not dwell on the extraordinary 
want of logic which would treat a certain 
kind of marriages as specially odious in 
one connection, and perfectly legitimate 
‘in another, but [ do desire to refer to 
what seems to me a most shocking 
thing. Wiiat would happen in a case 
| where that first clause operates? Ii a 
man were divorced for immoral conduct 
with ‘his wife’s sister, rage this Bill those 
| persons would actually be allowed to 
marry. ‘The criminal and his accom plice 
would be allowed to marry. Is it not an 
insult to every honest man and every 
pure woman in this country who are 
married to call such a union as that a 
marrige ? I say it is a most shocking 
thing: Iregret that such a Bill should 
have been brought forward, and I should 
regret it still more if it ever becomes the 
\law of the land. There will be marriages 
indeed, but they will be marriages very 
| different from those between persons 
whom Gol hath joined and who are 
never to be putasunder. They will be 
marriages combining treachery and lust 
in a hideous degree. {“Oh”] I am 
speaking of the case of a man who 
eommits adultery with his  wife’s 
sister and afterwards marries _ her. 
[ say that such a iesult it is im- 
possible to speak of in too strong 
language, for such a thing would simply 
prostitute the name of this country. 

I have tried to deal with the argu- 
ments which have been used in favour of 
the Bill, and let me, in conclusion, remind 
the House of the immense antiquity of 
the institutions with which it is proposed 
to deal. It is many years—many 
centuries—since this country adopted the 
| Christian faith and made itself bound by 
\éhie Christian law. It has been able to 
watch the fate which has befallen those 
nations which have remained in 
paganism. Long ago our Saxon ancestors 
gathered, round the evening fire and 
made the famous eomparison, between 
the life of man and the bird that passed 
for a few brief moments within the wells. 
and went forth into the darkness again. 
They learned something of death a 
something of another mystery not les: 
momentous than death—the mystery of 
marriage. They learned, they lstened 
and obeyed, and their career was one of 
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unbroken happiness, and Christians 
enjoyed the whole fulness of the earth. 
And now it seems that in every part of 
Christendom there is coming the shadow 
of an approaching apostasy. It seems 
that where religion touches so closely on 
life, and where the maxims of religion are 
strong, they are beginning to be felt too 
irksome and difficult, and I believe it -is 
true that this feeling is only part of a 
great movement against the marriage 
law. We hear of the Colonies and foreign 
countries which I think have not gone 
beyond this Bill. They have adopted a 
Divorce Bill which, to our idea, is very 
objectionable. There seems to be a 
general weakening all over Christendom. 
The marriage law is the keystone of the 
arch of our social prosperity and power. 
I do not know what line this House may 
take, and I do not know what the 
majority may be, but I am certain that 
hon. Members will never pronounce upon 
a point which relates more momentously 
to the happiness and well-being of society. 
I am sure that however much the 
opponents of this measure may be 
deteated, and however much we may be 
in a minority, mainly owing to the fact 
that hon. Members have not troubled to 
come in to listen to the debate ; however 
much we may have protested in vain 
against this threatened danger, we shall 
have ‘striven in an honourable cause to 
maintain the unsained purity of the 
most precious, the most ancient, and the 
most essential of all the institutions of 
mankind. 

*(4.34.) Sm HENRY FOWLER 
(Wolverhampton, E.): I addressed the 
House at such great length upon this 
question last year that I will only trouble 
hon. Members with a very few remarks 
upon ths occasion, and they shall be 
devoted to the eloquent and powerful 
speech of the noble Lord who has just sat 
down. I recognise the purity of his 
motives as well as the lofty tone which he 
takeswith reference to the religious aspect 
of this question. I recognise his attach- 
ment to the purity of home life and to 
the purity of English character and the 
sanctity of marriage, but I ask the noble 
Lord to remember, that there are many 
of those who differ from him who are as 
pure in their motives as he is, who 
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would be as unwilling as he is to take a 
single step that would be likely to shake 
the sanctity of marriage or those great 
moral principles which he has set before 
us in such attractive language. On this 
point the noble Lord stands in a position 
of splendid isolation.—| Ministerial cries 
of ‘No, no.” |—Yes, I say splendid isola- 
tion from the religious opinion of the 
world, and even from the religious 
opinion of the Church at the present 
moment. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: No, no. 
*Sir HENRY FOWLER: Well, I will 


endeavour to prove that, and state the 
evidence upon which I hold that opinion, 
but I want to make it perfectly clear to 
the noble Lord and to the House that we 
who advocate this Bill, the effects of 
which the noble Lord has so luridly 
described, entertain exactly the same 
opinions as he does with reference to 
moral purity and the sanctity of married 
life. When the noble Lord talks in some- 
thing like an attitude of scorn of death- 
bed appeals and treats them as pure 
fiction, I can tell him a story of one of 
the most eminent men in the religious 
world of this country long since dead. 
After receiving the Holy Communion, 
the wife of this man as a dying request 
exhorted her husband that if ever he 
married again he would marry her 
sister. Many years after that the man 
was obliged to go to one of the Colonies 
of the British crown and under the 
shadow of the British flag to comply 
with his wife’s dying request. This ] 
think is a sufficient refutation of the 
idea that these are imaginary grievances. 

The noble Lord has laughed to scorn 
the idea of the working classes being 
interested in this question, and he 
maintains that there is no feeling in 
the country in favour of this measure. 
On the contrary, I think that the 
feeling of the working classes is expressed 
in the votes of hon. Members of this 
House. Are we not the representatives 
of the people who send us _ here? 
There has been, after every general 
election for the last twenty years, large 
and increasing majorities in favour of 
this measure. Does that represent public 
opinion? At the last general election 
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entertain as lofty a theory about the |! think the party opposite perhaps had 


sanctity of marriage, as he does, and who 
Lord Hugh Cecil. 


the largest majority they have ever had 
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in the last century. 
came to consider this question, not on 
party lines, but as representing their 
constituents and _ representing their 
own matured opinions, and being men 
quite as capable of forming an opinion 
about social relationships as those authori- 
ties which the noble Lord quoted, the 
House by a majority of 157 decided in 
favour of this Bill. They were represent- 
ing their constituents and alsorepresenting 
public opinion. [A laugh.] As the noble 
Lord derides that in a still stronger 


manner, I should like to quote to him, 


from the finding of the last Royal Com- 
mission which sat upon this question, 
which was composed of some of the most 
distinguished membeys of the Anglican 
Church. That Commission had upon it 
Bishop Lonsdale of Lichfield, a great 
legal authority like Mr. Justice Vaughan 
Williams, Dr. Lushington and _ others. 
Among many other things their final 
finding was this— 

“We find that the feeling against these 
marriages is in a great measure proved rather 
on a vague and uninformed description that 
they are prohibited by God’s word—than on a 
mature examination either of the scriptures or 
the law of the Church Among the poorer 
classes, in a great majority of cases, where the 
sister of the deceased wife becomes an inmate 
of the house, the end is marriage or concubinage. 
When a man with a family has the misfortune 
to lose his wife, some assistance for his domestic 
concerns becomes indispensable, assistance for 
which he cannot afford to pay, and which must 
be rendered immediately. All circumstances 
and ali feelings point to the sister of the dead 
wife, and when once she becomes a permanent 
inmate the result is inevitable.” 

That is the report of the judicial body 
so far as it affects the working classes of 
this country. 

Lorp HUGH CECIL: It is a very 
prejudiced body. 

*Sir HENRY FOWLER: The noble 
Lord has been very courageous in his 
arguments, but I appeal to the House 
whether a body of gentlemen, including 
Bishop Lonsdale, Mr. Justice Vaughan 
Williams, Dr. Lushington, can be 
accurately described as a_ prejudiced 
body. When the noble Lord makes that 
statement, he draws upon our credulity 
toan extent for which we are not pre. 
pared. One word about the position of 
the Catholic Church. The noble Lord 
is not accurate in his statement about 
the position of the Church of Rome, and 
he must excuse me if I prefer the 
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(evidence of Cardinal Wiseman to his 
‘own. The question put to Cardinal 
Wiseman was this— 


“Taking the question with reference to 
scripture, is such a marriage (the marriage 
with two sisters in succession) held by your 
Church as prohibited ?—Certainly not; it is 
considered’ as a matter of Ecclesiastical 
legislation. 

“ Then tle Commissioners are to understand 
that in your Church the general prohibition 
of these marriages is a matter of discipline, 
| and permission to contract such marriages is 
granted or not, according to what you may 
| think most advantageous and proper ?— 
| Certainly. 

“ With respect to marriages of this description, 
do you find amongst Catholics that persons 
' contracting such marriages are received with 


the same |kindness and good feeling as 
persons who have contracted ordinary 


marriages ?—-With a dispensation, perfectly 
so.” 

\y- vr. . 
Would Cardinal Wiseman have said that 
toa Royal Commission, if these marriages 


| had been prohibited by the Church of 


Rome thrdugh the centuries? Where 
is social stigma there? What did Cardinal 
Newman say? He said— 

“Tf he looked upon this question as one 
affecting the rich, he should perhaps think 
such marriages inexpedient, but in the interests 
of the poor, he thought that they were 


| expedient.” 


That | think is a distinct declaration, so 
far as the| attitude of the Church of 
Rome is cbncerned. The noble Lord 
talks of thé law of the Church. What 
church ? 

Lorp HUGH CECIL: The whole 
Church. | 

*Sir HENRY FOWLER: But the noble 
Lord cannpt say that, for he cannot 
set aside the great Church of Rome. 
When the} noble Lord speaks of the 
Church of Scotland, he should remember 
that that Church also prohibits marriages 
with Papists and Infidels. 

Lorp HUGH CECIL: But the Church 
of Rome allows many other marriages 
besides this dispensation. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: But the noble 
Lord cannot say that the Church 
sanctions immorality. Let us go outside 
the Roman. Catholic Church. Are the 
Protestant Churches of Europe outside 
the Church? Arethe Protestants on the 
Continent, in England, Scotland, United 
States, andin every Colony of the Britis): 
Crown to be regarded as absolutely ou: 

|sidethe Church? Surely their view as t» 
i 
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the exposition of Scripture is quite worthy 
to be held in some respect. Even the 
English Church is not unanimous on 
this subject. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: The right hon. 
Gentleman can give no authority in 
favour of these marriages before the year 
1400. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: I am quite 
content to take Cardinal Wiseman’s 
declaration, as to the law of the Catholic 
Church, and I think the House in a 
matter of this kind will take the 
same view. The noble Lord referred to 
the Colonies and asked what they 
had to complain of. These marriages 
were allowed in the Colonies, and yet 


half an hour later, the noble Lord talked | 


of the social stigma attaching to people 
who contracted these marriages and who 
were exposed to all these disabilities. 
That is exactly what the Colonies do feel. 
It is not a very pleasant thing for a fellow- 
subject of ours who believes himself to be 
lawfully married according to the law of 
the land, and according to the laws 
sanctioned by great statesmen who have 
filled the position of Prime Minister or 
Colonial Secretary; it is a very un- 
pleasant thing for a man under these 
circumstances to come to this country 
and find that his wife is regarded as an 
adulteress. 

Lorp HUGH CECIL: The right hon. 
Gentleman misunderstands me. 
*Stir HENRY FOWLER: 
not be two grades of it. 


There can- 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: I was speaking | 


of adultery committed before the death 
of the wife. 


*Srr HENRY FOWLER: He says that 
“they made laws for themselves, let us 
make laws for ourselves.’’ That is exactly 
what we are asking the House to do. 
We are asking the constituted representa- 
tives of the people of this country, the 


constituted authority through which | 


laws are madein Parliament, to make 
a law which by any test you can apply, 
shows that it is the desire of the people of 


this country, as it will be shown in the | 


division, that it is the desire of this 
Parliament as of almost every Parliament 
that has preceded it for many years, that 
these marriages should be permitted. 
Why should they be forbidden ? Who is 


Sir Henry Fowler. 
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there that is entitled to assume the 
position of infallability and say that they 
are wrong? The noble Lord did not 
appeal to the Bible. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: Certainly I did, 
*Sir HENRY FOWLER: Is he pre. 


pared toimpose his own views as binding 
upon those who takea contrary view? Is 
he prepared to say that the Church is 
|more capable to interpret the Book of 
Liviticus than the Jews through a long 
succession of centuries? I ask the 
House to repeat the decision they gave 
last year and terminate, as I think this 
| division will terminate, this long struggle 
which has been going on for the greater 
part of a century and to repeat what the 
noble Lord himself called an immoral 
Bill. Lord Lyndhurst’s Bill was perhaps 
one of the most immoral Acts ever 
passed. It was adisgrace to the legislature 
| that passed it. We ask the House of 
| Commons practically to repeal that Act 
| and leave individual consciences to decide 
| for themselves whether or not these mar- 
| riagesare proper orimproper. ‘The noble 
| Lord admits that the Church of England 
is completely guarded in this Bill, and 
‘that no one is subject to perform one of 
these marriages against his will. Accord- 
ing tothe theory of the noble Lord no 
marriage would be ecclesiastically valid, 
if it was not contracted in accordance 
| with the Book of Common Prayer. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: The Chureh 
‘has always recognised Civil Marriage 
as absolutely binding. 

*Str HENRY FOWLER: I think the 
Church has never assented to them, and 
| there are some unfortunate cases—I do 
| not wish to import anything unpleasant 
into this debate—where the clergy have 
‘told women who were married in Non- 
conformist chapels that they had never 
| been legally married at all. I feel that 
|injustice is done to a large section of 


| the people of this country out of defer- 








'ence to the opinion, however strongly 
felt of a minority who have no right, 


| especially in a matter of conscience to 
‘impose their views by force on those 
| who dissent from them. 

| Several members rose to continue the 
debate when— 

| (4.47.) Mr. RUTHERFORD rose in his 
| place, and claimed to move, “ That the 


‘ Question be now put.” 
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Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 





1 4. 


AYES. | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Farquharson, Dr. Robert | 
Agg-Gardner, James T. Fenwick, Charles | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Aird, Sir John Fison, Frederick William | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) Flynn, James Christopher | 
Anstruther, H. T. | Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S. W.) 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.)| 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Arrol, Sir William | Goddard, Daniel Ford | 
Asher, Alexander Gore, Hon. G. R. C. O. (Salpp) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Gore, Hon. S. F. O. (Lines. } 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. | Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick} 
Atherley-Jones, L. Groves, James Grimble | 
Austin, Sir John Guthrie, Walter Murray | 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy Hall, Edward Marshall | 
Bain, Col. James Robert | 


Hambro, Charles Eric 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) Hare, Thomas Leigh | 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Harmsworth, R. Leicester | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. Harris, Frederick Leverton | 
Bell, Richard Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. | 
Bigwood, James Hayden, John Patrick | 
Black, Alexander William Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles C. | 
Boland, John Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Boulnois, Edmund Helder, Augustus 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. Helme, Norval Watson | 
Brigg, John | Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. | 
broadhurst, Henry Henderson, Alexander | 
Brown, A. H. (Shropshire) Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E.) 
Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 


: Hope, J. D. (Fife, West) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Hoult, Joseph | 
bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randel 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, H. S. (Bolton) 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir William T. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) 


' Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | 
| Hutton, Alfred EK. (Morley) 


Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton | 
Joicey, Sir James | 
Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kenyon, J. (Lanes., Bury) 
Kinloch, Sir John G. 8S. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Knowles, Lees 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George | 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
| Langley, Batty 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Layland-Barratt, Francis | 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
| Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leveson-Gower, F. N. 8. 
| Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
| Lough, Thomas 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Crae, George 
M ‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh W.) | 
McKenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, J. (Stirlingshire) 


Hudson, George Bickersteth || 


} Ri 
Jacoby, James Alired | 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 223 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 15). 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John W. 

Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 

| Morley, C. (Breconshire) 

| Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 

Muntz, Philip A. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

| Newnes, Sir George 

| Norman, Henry 

| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

| O'Dowd, John 

| O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

| Parkes, Ebenezer 

| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 

| Pemberton, John S. G. 

' Perks, Robert William 

| Philipps, John Wynford 


Pickard, Benjamin 





| | Pirie, Duncan V. 
| | Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| Price, Robert John 

| Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John 8. 
Rattigan, Sir William H. 


| Rea, Russell 


Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Xenshaw, Charles Bine 
tenwick, George 

gg, Richard 

Roberts, J. B. (Eifion) 
Roberts, Samnel (Shettield) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


| Ropner, Colonel Robert 
| 
ie ‘ . 
| Sadler, Col. Samuel A. 


Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 


|Samuel, H. 8. (Limehouse) 
|Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
\Scott, Chas. P. (Leigh) 

\Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
\Seely, C. H. (Lincoln) 

Shaw, C. E. (Stafford) 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


SShaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew) 
Sheehan, Daniel D. 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
| Smith, J. P. (Lanarks) 


Soares, Ernest J. 

Stevenson, Francis 8. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomsor., F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
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Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. E. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Welby, Sir C G. E. (Notts) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Deceased Wife's 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N. E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Ambrose, Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blake, Edward 
Blundell, Col. Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 
Brymer, William Ernest 
jull, William James 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir E. H. 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Coiston, Chas. EK. H. A. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crean, Eugene 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cullinan, J. 
Dalkeitn, Earl of 
Dairymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Delany, William 


Dewar, T. R.(T’r H’mlets, 8.G. 


Dillon, John 

Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D. 
Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Man’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


(5.5.) Question put accordingly, ‘“‘ That 
the words proposed to be left out stand | 125. 
part of the Question.” 
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Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, C. H. (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


NOES. 


FitzGerald, Sir Robert P. 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (CityofL’don 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Githooly, James 
Go son, Sir Augustus F, 
Gordon, HnJ. KE. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. KE. (T’w’r Hamlets 
Greene, Sirk. W.(B’ryS Ed'mds 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hardy L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Heaton, John Hennilker 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Howard, J. (Midd. Tottenham) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon Wm. Lawies 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir. J. H. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long, Col. Chas, W.(Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkham 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth) 
Lundon, W. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
| Majendie, James A. H. 
Milvain, Thomas 
| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
| More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
| Morrison, James Archibald 
| Murphy, John 
| Myers, William Henry 
| Nicholson, William Graham 
| Nicol, Donald Ninian 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 





Sister Bill. 


492 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.’T. (Hudders’d 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H, 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Rutherford and 
Sir Brampton Gurdon. 


| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid). 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Q’Donnell, John (Mayor 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry W.) 
O'Mara, James 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Purvis, Robert 

teddy, M. 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roche, John 

Round, James 

Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, A. H. (Hertford East) 
Smith,H.C.(North’mp. T’yside) 
Stanley, Hon, A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxford U.) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Vincent, Col.C. E. H. (Sheffield) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. EK. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. K.(Tauntn 
| White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby (Lord) 
Wilson, A, 8S. (York E. R.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Hy. Wilson 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


| 
| ‘TELLERS FoR THE Nors— 
Sir Francis Powell and 
| Mr. Evelyn Cecil. 

| 


The House divided :—Ayes, 246 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 16). 
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Abr 
Abr 
Age 
Agn 
Alla 
Aml 
Are 
Arn 
Arr 
Ash 
Ash 
As 
Ath 
Atk 
Aus’ 
Bair 
Balf 
Bay’ 
Beat 
Bell. 
Bigv 
Blac 
Blak 
Bola 
Boul 
Bous 
Bran 
Brig: 
Broa 
Brov 
Brov 
Brun 
rye 
Burn 
Burt 
Buxt 
Caine 
Cainq 
Care) 
Caus' 
Cave 
Cawl 
Char 
Char 
Chan: 
Cohe1 
Collir 
Cond 
Cook, 
Corbe 
Craig, 
Creme 
Crom] 
Cross, 
Cullin 
Dalke 
Dalzie 
Davie: 
Delan 
Denny 
Dewar 
Dilke, 
Dillon 
Donel: 
Dooga 
Dougl 
Doxfo 
Dunca 
Dunn, 
Edwat 
Elliot, 
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Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Foster Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
As uith, Rt. Hon. Herbt. Hy. | 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Be ll, tic hard 
Big wood, James 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Boustield, Wiltiam Robert 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg. John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, bie? gi Tomlinson 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 
Burt, homas 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Cainpbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A.(Worcester) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cohen, Benjamin Lewis 
Collins, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas | 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
es Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 

Cullinan, J. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
a Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 
Elliot, Hon. A. R: Douglas 





| Evans, Samuel T. 


| Hatch, 


| Kinloch, Sir 
| Kitson, Sir James 


{5 Frepruary 1902} 


AYES, 


Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Hvans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
(Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gore, Hn.G R.C. Orms. (Salop.) 


| Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby- (Line. ) 


Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
irnest Frederick Geo. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale. 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, #4.) 
Hope, John leans (Fife, West) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bicketsteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jessel, Captain Herbt. Merton 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kenyon, 
John Geo. Smyth 


Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


| Langley, Batty 


Law, Andrew Lonar 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
ping ess H.(Hants.,Fareham) | 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Ac crington) 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M ‘Govern, T 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M ‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh W.) 
McKenna, Reginald 


James (Lanes., Bury) 
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| 
| M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
| Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
| Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E.(W igtn 
|| Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
|Meysey- Thompson, Sir H. M. 
\Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
'|Mooney, John J. 

(Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
| (Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
(Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Ror man, Henry 

| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
(y Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

| ( Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
()’ Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


()’Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Kee) John 

Kelly, James( Roscommon, N. 
Malley, William 
G’Mara, James 


G: Shaughnessy, P. J 
Jarkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, John 8, G. 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Price, sg vert John 
Pym, C. Guy 
) uilter, 8 sir Cuthbert 
R undies, John S. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Rea, Russell 
Reid, SirR. Threshie (Dumfries) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
| Roberts, Samuel! (Sheffield) 
Robinson, Brooke 
| Roc he, John 
| Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rdllit, Sir Albert Kaye 
4jpner, Colonel Robert 
| Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
| Sailer, Col. gay. Alexander 
Sajnuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sajnuel, 8. M. (Ww hitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sedtt, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sing¢lair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
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Stroyan, John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. RB.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Chas. Philips 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
‘Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. H. Sir Michael Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St John 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 
Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edwd. H. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Kugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dewar, T.R.(T’r H'ml’ts,8. Geo. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson, Rt. H. Sir J.(Mane’r. 
Ffrench, Peter 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


(5.20.) Mr. RUTHERFORD claimed, | 
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| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 

| White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 

| Willox, Sir John Archibald 

| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 

| Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson,Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid. 


NOES. 


FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Phil.S.(Warwick,S.W. ) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn.A.G.H. (Cityof Lond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St Albans) 
Gilhooly, James 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. EK. (Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans (‘T’rH’ml'ts 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Greene, SirEW (B’ry 8 Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, Willian Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hardy, Laur’nee( Kent, Ashford 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald.J (Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. - 

Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Myers, William Henry 
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| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

| Woodhouse, Sir J.T. (Huddersf’ 
| Wylie, Alexander 

; Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr Rutherford and Sir 
Brampton Gurdon. 


Nicholson, William Graham 

| Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid. 
O’Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Percy, Earl 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Purvis, Robert 
Reddy, M. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
found, James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, H.C. (N’rth’mb. T’neside 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G,(Oxf'd Univ 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edwd. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Vincent,CL.SirC. KE. H (Shettield 
Warde, Colonel C. FE. 
Welby, Lt.-Cl.A.C.E. (Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. KE. ( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon, George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES-— 
Sir Francis Powell and 
Mr. Evelyn Cecil. 


Main Question put accordingly, “ That 


“ That the Main Question be now put.” | the Bill be now read a second time.” 


The House divided :—A yes, 249 ; Noes, 124. (Division List No. 17). 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 

Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 





AYES. 
| Allan, William (Gateshead) 
| Ambrose, Robert 
| Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
| Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 





| Arrol, Sir William 

| Asher, Alexander 

| Ashton, Thomas Gair 

| Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
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Athe 
Atkin 
Austi 
Bain, 
Balfo 
Bayle 
Beau 
Bell, 
Black 
Blake 
Bolan 
Bouln 
Bousf 
Branc 
Brigg 
Broad 
Brow} 
Brow! 
Bruon 
Bryce 
Burns 
Burt, 
Buxto 
Caine, 
Camp! 
Carew 
Carvil 
Caustc 
Caven 
Cawle 
Chaml 
Chaml 
Chann 
Cochre 
Coben, 
Collins 
Condo: 
Cook, | 
Corbet 
Craig, 
Cremer 
Crombi 
Cross, 
Cullina 
Dalkeit 
Dalziel 
Davies, 
Delany 
Denny, 
Dewar, 
Dilke, | 
Dillon, 
Donelar 
Doogan 
Douglas 
Doxforc 
Duncan 
Dunn, § 
Edward 
Elliot, } 
Ellis, Je 
Emmott 
Evans, | 
Evans, 
Farquhi 
Fenwicl 
Ferguso 
Fison, F 
Flanner. 
Flynn, ¢ 
Foster, i 
Fou ler, 
Gallowa 
Gore, Hr 
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497 Deceased Wife’s 


Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 


| Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 





Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) | 
Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) | 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Coben, Benjamin Louis | 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal | 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Herb. 8. (Bolton) 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore | 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward | 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. ©. Munro (Leith) | 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | 
Galloway, William Johnson — | 
Gore, Hr.G. R.C, Ormsby (Salop 


| Joyce, Michael 


| Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) | 
| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


| Lloyd-George, David 
| Lough, Thomas 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
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Gore, Hn.S.F. Ormsby (Linc.) 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale | 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. ) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Hutton, Alfred E, (Morley) 





| Jacoby, James Alfred | 
| Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kinloch, Sir John George 8. 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Langley. Batty 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. William E. H. | 


| Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
| Lees, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 


Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 


Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Macdona, John Cumming 


M’Crae, George 

M’Fadden, Edward 
M’Govern, T. 

M’Hugh, Patrick A. 

M’Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh W.) 
McKenna, Reginald 
M’Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | 
M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Massey, Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. | 
Mellcr, Rt. Hon, John Wiliiam | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| Mooney, John J. 
| Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


| Morton, K. J. C. (Devonport) | 


Moss. Samuel | 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John | 
Nannetti. Joseph P. | 
Newnes. Sir George 


| Nolan, Jeseph (Louth, South) | 


\ 


\ 
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| Sister Bill. 


Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.): 
O’Con)hor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Conhor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John {Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donyell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 


| O'Malley, William 


O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parkes, benezer 

Pease, J.\ A. (Saffron Walden). 
Peel, Hoh. W. R. Wellesley 
Pembertdn, John S. G. 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Henjamin 


| Pirie, Duncan V. 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Price, Robert John 
Pym, C. Gity 


| Quilter, Sir) Cuthbert 
| Randles, Jahn S. 
| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


Rea, Russell 


| Reid, Sir R| T. (Dumfries) 
| Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Robinson, Brooke 


| Roche, John | 
| Roe, Sir Thonjas 
| Rollit, Sir Albert*Kaye 


Ropner, Colona] Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Sadler, Col. Sarnuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 5 (Limehouse) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Scott, Sir S. (Malrylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

| Shaw-Stewart, M. \H. Renfrew 
) Sheenan, Daniel Daniel 


Shipman, Dr. John\G. 


| Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith,JamesPerker (Lanarks.) 
Soares, Ernest J. \ 
Stevenson, Francis S.\ 

Stone, Sir Benjamin | 
Stroyan, John 


| Sullivan, Donal 


Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 


Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R ) 


| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
| Thornton, Percy M. 


Tomkinson, James 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R ) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whitely, George (York, W.R.) 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Tonomas Palmer 


Adjournment of 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E. R. 


Wilson, Charles H. Hull, W.) | Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. | 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsepp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 
Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt, Hon. Sir KE. H. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chapman, Kdward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Kug-ne 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dewar, T.R.(T’rH’ml’ts,S Geo. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn. SirJd.(Manc’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fin'ay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fietcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 


Bill accordingly read a second time. 


(5.32.) Mr. 


RUTHERFORD moved the 
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Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) | Yoxall, James Henry 


Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. | 
Wiiliams, Osmond (Merioneth) | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) | 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Wylie, A'exander 


NOES. 
Foster, P. 8. (Warwick, 8. W.) 


Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (Cityof Lond 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gilhooly, James 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r H’mlets) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Greene, SirE W(B’ryS. Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Roland 

Hardy, Lau: ence( Kent, Ashf’d 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Howard,J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heyword (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Liewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Macartney. Rt. Hn. WG Ellison 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu. G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nichol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Rutherford and Sir 


Brampton Gurdon. 


O’Brien, Kendal (Tip’rary Mid. 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Purvis, Robert 

Reddy, M. 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Xobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Sackville, Col. S.G. Stopford 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel. H. (Hertford, Nast 
Smith, H.C. (N’rth’mb. T’neside 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Ed ward Jas. (Somerset 
Stewart,SirMark J. M ‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’'d Univ 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edwd., Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Vincent,Cl. SirC. E. H(Shettield 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Cl. A.C. EK. (Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G. K.( Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Sir Francis Powell and 
Mr. Evelyn Cecil. 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON: May I 


report, Sir, that I was unable to make 


that the Bill be referred to the Grand lobby ? 
Committee on Law, but the Speaker 


informed him that it was too late. 
hon. Member rose again, but his voice 
was drowned in eries of ‘‘ Order.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Do I understand the 


The 


hon. Member to rise to a point of order ? 


Mr. 


Members 


come from the “No” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I can only say that 
I regret that Members did not pursue the 
usual course in passing 
lobbies, regardless of circumstances. 


through the 


Bill committed for Monday next. 


RUTHERFORD: I was only 


rising to say, Sir, that I was able to 


count 
table. 


249 members, and appear at the 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 


before Six o’clock. 





An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 6th February, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—— 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 
CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 

STEAD RAILWAY (No. 3) [H.L.] 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (NEW 
LINES) [u.1.] 


GREAT NORTHERN AND CITY RAIL- 
WAY [.1.] 


RICKMANSWORTH GAS [u.1.] 
WEST HAMPSHIRE WATER [4.1.] 
CATERHAM AND DISTRICT GAS [u.1.} 
The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


RENFREW HARBOUR BILL [H#.1.] 
Presented ; read 1°; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


SADDLEWORTH, SPRINGHEAD, AND 
LEES TRAMWAYS BILL [u..] 


Presented, and read 1*. 


WHITSTABLE IMPROVEMENT BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
Presented, and read 1*. 

CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. &.) BILL [#.1.] 
Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 

pliance with the Standing Orders referred 

to the Standing Orders Committee on 

Thursday next. 


CENTRAL ARGENTINE AND ROSARIO 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.] 
Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 

Thursday next. 


RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL j{u.1.] 

Examiner's Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
'hursday next. 
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FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 
Examiner’s Certificates of nor-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 

Thursday next. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 

Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Thursday next. 


SADDLEWORTH, SPRINGHEAD, AND 
LEES TRAMWAYS BILL [1.1.] 
Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Thursday next. 


SHEFFIELD, ROTHERHAM, AND 
BAWTRY RAILWAY BILL. 
Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Thursday next. 


RENFREW HARBOUR BILL [1.1] 

Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Thursday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY 

(VIBRATION). 

teport of the Committee appointed 

by the Board of Trade to inquire into 

the vibration produced by working of 

the traffic on the Central London 

Railway ; Presented (by Command), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury Minute, dated 28th January 
1902, declaring that Mr. T. W. Hayden, 
1st class clerk in the Department of the 
Solicitor to the Treasury, was appointed 
without a civil service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the head of 
his Department. 


DUCHY OF CORNWALL. 
Account of receipts and disbursements 
of the Duchy of Cornwall, for the year 





ended 31st December, 1901. 
g 








503 veturns. 
UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889. 

1. Abstract of accounts for the Univer- 
sity of Edinburgh, for the year ended 
31st August, 1901, being the annual 


report on the state of the finances of the | 
. . *-* . } 
university, under the provisions of section 


30 of the Universities (Scotland) Act, 
1889. 


2. Annual statistical report by the 


University Court of the University of 


Edinburgh to the Secretary for Scotland, 
under the provisions of section 30 of the 
Universities (Scotland) Act, for the year 
1900-1901. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE 
STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Report from, That the Committee have | 


nominated the following Lords to serve 
as Chairmen of the standing Committee: 

E. Halsbury (L. Chancellor.) 

E. Spencer. 

E. Morley. 

E. Camperdown. 

V. Cross. 

L. Elgin (£. Elgin and Kincardine.) 

Read and ordered to lie on the Table. 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Report from the Committee of Chair- | 


men of the Standing Committee, that 
they have appointed the Viscount Cross 
Chairman of the Standing Comnunittee; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


, ‘ ‘ 
House adjourned at five minutes past 


Three o’clock, till To-morrow, half 
past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 6th February, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDI*G ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid the Table 


upon 


Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the 
sase of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with. 
viz. :— 
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| Brighton and Rottingdean Seashore 
| Electric Tramroad Bill. 
| Lincoln and East Coast Railway and 
Dock (Abandonment) Bill. 
South Wales Electrical Power Distri- 
bution Bill. 
Ordered, That 
second time. 


the Bills be read a 


LONDON WATER BILL (STANDING 
ORDERS COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
|Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the London Water Bill, referred 
pursuant to the Order of the House of 
the 31st day of January, the Standing 
_ Orders have been complied with. 


BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAILWAY 
(ABANDONMENT). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Wanklyn and Mr. Remnant. 


PETITIONS. 
LICENSING BILL. 
Petition from Poole, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


|MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
| SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against from Grateley and 
| Westcliffe-on-Sea ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Kingsclere, in favour ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


|  CENTRAI LONDON RAILWAY 
| (VIBRATION). 

Copy presented of Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed by the Board of Trade 
to inquire into the vibration produced by 

| the working of the traffic on the Central 
| London Railway {by Command] ; to lie 


| upon the Table. 


| FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
EARTHEN- 


| (MANUFACTURE OF 
WARE AND CHINA). 

| Copy presented of Amended Special 
| Rules, dated 30th December, 1901, for the 
Manufacture of Earthenware and China, 
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as established by the award of the um- 
pire. Lord James of Hereford [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS (PAR- 
TIAL SUBSTITUTION OF ANOTHER 
DAY FOR SATURDAY IN 
PAPER PRINTING OFFICES). 


Copy presented of Order, dated 3rd | 


February, 1902, made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, in pur- 
suance of Section 43 of The Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1901, authorising the 
partial substitution in Newspaper Print- 
ing Offices of another day for Saturday as 
regards the hour at which the employ- 
ment of young persons is required to end 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Copy presented of Army Estimates of 


Effective and Non-Effective Services for | 


the year ending 31st March, 1903 [by 
Command]; referred to the Committee 
of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 49.] 


ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES 


ESTIMATES, 1902-8). 

Copy presented of the sum required 
for the year ending 31st March, 1903, to 
defray the expense of the Ordnance 
Factories [by Command] ; referred to the 


Committee of Supply, and to be printed. | 
| tember, 


(No. 50. ] 


ARMY (MEMORANDUM ON 


ESTIMATES). 


Copy presented of Memorandum of | 


the Secretary of State relating to the 
Army Estimates of 1902-3 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS. 


{6 Fepruary 1901} 


NEWS. | 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
| Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
| 2742 and 2743 [by Command]; to lie 
| upon the Table. 


Reports, de. 


| BREWERS’ LICENSES. 
teturn ordered, ‘‘of Accounts of the 
/ number of persons in each of the several 
Collections of the United Kingdom 
ilicensed as Brewers for Sale, ie., 
'Common Brewers, Victuallers, Retailers 
‘of beer to be drunk on the premises, 
Retailers of beer not to be drunk on the 
premises, and Brewers of beer not for 
sale, particularising each class in each 
Collection ; and stating also the quan- 
tities of malt, unmalted corn, rice, &c., 
and sugar, including its equivalent of 
syrups, &c., used by Brewers of beer for 
sale, and of malt and sugar used by 
Brewers not for sale, from the 1st day of 
October, 1900, to the 30th day of Sep- 
tember, 1901.” | 

“Of the amount of License Duty paid 
and Beer Duty charged from the 1st day 
of October, 1900, to the 30th day of 
September, 1901, distinguishing Brewers 
for sale from other Brewers.” | 

“Of the number of Brewers for sale 
paying for Licenses, from the 1st day of 
October, 1900 to the 30th day of Sep- 
1901, separating them into 
classes, according to the number of barrels 
of beer brewed at 1°055 degrees gravity, 
viz.: under 1,000 barrels; 1,000 and 
under 10,000; 10,000 and under 20,000 ; 


| 20,000 and under 30,000; 30,000 and 


under 50,000; 50,000 and under 160,000 ; 


| 100,000 and under 150,000; 150,000 


and under 200,000; 200,000 and under 


Account presented showing the gToss | 250,000 ; 250,000 and under 300,000 ; 


amount received and expended 


on | 300,000 and under 350,000; 350,000 





account of the Telegraph Service during | @2d under 400,000 ; 400,000 and under 
the year ended 31st March, 1901, ete. [by / 450,000; 450,000 and under 500,000; 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be | 500,000 and under 600,000 ; 600,000 and 
printed. [No. 51.] ‘under 700,000; 700,000 and under 
: : | 800,000 ; 800,000 and under 900,000; 
SUPERANNUATIONS. | 900,000 and under 1,000,000 ; 1,000,000 
Copy presented of Treasury Minute, and under 1,500,000; 1,500,000 and 
dated Ist February, 1902, declaring that | under 2,000,000; 2,000,000 barrels and 
for the due and efficient discharge of | over; showing separately, in edch class, 
the duties of Lecturer in the Royal | the"quantities of malt, unmalted corn, 
College of Science, Dublin, professional | Tice, &ec., and sugar, including its equiva- 
or other peculiar qualifications not | lent of syrups, &c., used; and stating 
ordinarily to be acquired in the public | also the amount of License Duty paid 
service are required [by Act]; to lie upon | and Beer Duty charged in each class.” 
the Table. “And, of the number of barrels of 


| 
' o4 
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beer exported from the United Kingdom, {Government has understood that all 
and the declared value thereof, and where powers of government, including those 
exported to, from the 1st day of October, | of negotiation, are now completely vested 
1900, to the 30th day of September, 1901. | in Mr. Steyn for the Boers of the Orange 
distinguishing England, Scotland and River Colony, and in Mr. Schalk Burger 
Ireland (in continuation of Parliamentary | for those of the Transvaal, were a pro- 
Paper, No. 111, of Session 1901).’’—| posal to emanate from the negotiations, 


Questions. Questions. 





(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


(3.35.) QUESTIONS. 
South African War—Peace Proposals. 
Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether any opportunity has 
been open of free communication by | 
cable and messenger with Mr. Steyn and 
Mr. Schalk Burger to convey without 
delay to them, as the persons in whom 
all powers of government including those 
of negotiat on, the correspondence with | 
the Netherlands Government ; or whether | 
steps have been taken to facilitate such | 
communication. 





Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.): 
Copies of the correspondence were sent 
to Lord Milner by the mail of February 
1. He will be instructed by telegraph to 
ask Lord Kitchener to communicate 
them to the Boer leaders in the field. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, whether the 
statement in the Despatch of the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs of 
29th January tothe Dutch Government, 
that the most satisfactory means of 
arranging a settlement would be by 
direct communication between the leaders 
of the Boer forces in South Africa and 
the Commander-in-Chief of His Majesty’s 
forces, who has already been instructed 
to forward any such offers he may 
receive for the consideration of His 
Majesty’s Government, is to be under- 
stood to mean that, if a proposal is 
made by the leaders of the Boer forces 


| 


| forwarded 





to confer with the Commander-in-Chief 
wich a view to a settlement, such pro- 


posal would be forwarded for the con-| structions to that 


| 
| 


sideration of His Majesty’s Government. 
And, whether, in view of the statement 
in this Despatch, that His Majesty’s 


and be submitted by them to the 
Commander-in-Chief of His Majesty’s 
forces in South Africa, it would be 
for consideration to His 
Majesty’s Government. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The answer to both 
questions is in the affirmative. 


Administration of the Annexed 
Territories—Lord Milner and Lord 
Kitchener. 

Mr. BLAOK (Banffshire): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether it is Lord Kitchener or Lord 
Milner who is at present primarily and 
directly responsible to the Government 
for the conduct of His Majesty’s affairs in 
relation to the Transvaal and Orange 
River Colonies. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Lord Milner 
is responsible for all matters relating to 
the administration of the two Colonies 
except such as are specially reserved on 
account of military exigencies. 


Mr. BLACK: Arising out of that 
answer may I ask whether overtures for 
peace are to be dealt with by the Govern- 
ment or Lord Kitchener direct, as falling 
within his province ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: If the hon. 
Gentleman wants to ask a new ()uestion, 
he must put it on the Paper. 


Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether, 
in view of the indication given in the 
recent correspondence with the Dutch 
Government to the effect that the over- 
tures for peace should be made to Lord 
Kitchener, he will now modify the in 
Officer prohibiting 
him from expressing any opinion upon 
verbal communications made to him by 
Botha or other Boer leaders. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : His Majesty’s 
Government have no intention of alter- 
ing the instructions given on 19th April 
last. 


Mr. BLACK: Arising out of that 
answer, may I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member seems to think that no 
Question is complete without a supple- 
mentary one. The Question on the Paper 
has been fully answered. 


Basuto Ponies. 

Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, 
Mid.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether Mr. 
M‘Gregor, Assistant Commissioner at 
Leribe, in Basutoland, reported to the 
Colonial Office in 1899 that the price of 
Basuto ponies was £8 each; whether he 
can state what number of these ponies 
were purchaxed by the Boers for the 
forces of De Wet and other leaders, while 
the English Government were buying 
Hungarian cobs at £33 each. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Mr. 
M’Gregor reported on 4th July, 1899, 
that the price of Basuto ponies was £8; 
in July, 1900, he reported the price of 
horses as £12 10s. each; on June 30th, 
1901, he said that the price of horses 
was £15-£25, and that they were almost 
unobtainable. I cannot say how many 
Basuto ponies were purchased by the 
Boers; but in his report for the year 
ended 30th June, 1901, presented to 
Parliament in December, the Resident 
Commissioner for Basutoland stated that 
15,000 ponies had been exported, mak- 
ing a total of 20,000 horses drawn from 
Basutoland for the use of our Army. 


Miss Hobhouse. 
_ Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether any corres- 
pondence passed between the Colonial 
Office and Lord Milner with reference to 
the arrest and deportation of Miss Hob- 
house from South Africa; and whether 
the arrest and deportation of that lady 
were the result of communications from 
the Colonial Office. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No corres- 
pondence on the subjéct passed between 
Lord Milner and the Colonial Office 
previous to Miss Hobhouse’s arrest. I 
have since received ajdespatch enclosing 
two letters from Miss Hobhouse. 


Mr. SWIFT MAC NEILL: Did any 
correspondence pass letween the time of 
Miss Hobhouse’s arrest and her deporta- 
tion ? | 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Nothing 
between Miss Hobhouse and the Colonial 
Office. 


Banking Operations in South Africa. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Se¢retary to the Treasury 
whether it has been found necessary by 
His Majesty’s Govef nment during the war 
to employ the services of any local bank 
or banks in South | Africa ; if so, what is 
the nature of the operations for which 
such banks were employed, what is the 
rate of the commission paid to them, and 


| what is the aggrégate amount expended 


under this head ; what are the names of 
the banks which have been employed for 
Government purposes ; and were they 
selected by private arrangement, or selected 
after tenders open to all the banks in the 
South African Colonies. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): |The banking operations 
connected with’ the war in South Africa 
have been almost entirely entrusted to the 
Standard Bank of South Africa. This 
bank has for many years conducted the 
business of the Treasury Chests in Cape 
Colony and Natal under agreements which 
were concluded after full ‘consideration of 
the position of other banks, and have been 
renewed from time to time. The prin- 
ciple service | rendered to His Majesty’s 
Government ,by the bank has been the 
supply of funds. The requisite funds 
have been provided in exchange for ten 
days sight bills drawn on London at a 
discount which was formerly 1 per cent., 
but was reduced on the Ist October, 1900, 
to } per cent. The discount includes the 
expenses of the Bank in shipping specie 
to South Africa, in maintaining adequate 
reserves for the purposes of the Army, 
and in meeting the loss of interest during 
the currency of the Bills. It also provides 
remuneration to the bank for this service. 
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No commission is payable to the bank for 
keeping the accounts or for cashing cheques 
at its branches within certain limits ; but 
transactions, involving the movement of 
specie up country, and the consequent 
heavy insurances in time of war, are the 
subject of special arrangements varying 
for different places according to distance. 
Similar transactions have been, to some 
extent performed by the Bank of Africa, 
and probably other banks. The total 
charge for such transactions up to the end 
of November last was £87,000. The bulk 
of this was presumabiy paid to the Stan- 
dard Bank, but the exact amount paid to 
that bank could only be ascertained after 
an examination of a large number of de- 
tailed accounts. 


Questions. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Was most of 
the £87,000 for the movement of specie 
up country ! 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I under- 
stand a considerable portion was. 


Commandant Scheepers. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether, 
in view of the public interest which has 
been excited in the case, he will lay upon 
the Table the full Report of the trial of 
Commandant Scheepers. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford). 
Will the hon. Member kindly refer to my 
reply to a similar question put on the 
28th ultimo by the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil.¢ I will examine the 
Papers when I see them. 


Mr. DILLON: When does the right 


hon. Gentleman expect to receive them ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I telegraphed to the 
Cape a fortnight ago, but have had no 
reply as yet. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether Commandant 
Scheepers denied the charges made against 
him on his trial by court martial, and 
whether his witnesses, or most of them, 
were in the field with the Boer Army; 
and, if so, what means were afforded him 


+See preceding volume, p. 1094, 
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of producing witnesses for his defence; 
whether Commandant Scheepers was 
charged with being a rebel, but denied 
that he was a British subject ; and, if so, 
was the point of international law decided 
by subordinate military officers; and 
whether such officers had any and what 
legal assistance. 


Mr. BRODRICK: May I refer the 
hon. Member to my reply to a question 
put on this subject on the 28th ultimo 
by the hon. Member for Merthyr ‘Tydvil.7 
I have no further information to give at 
present. 


Canadian Horses for the Army. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to purchase more 
horses in Canada this Spring for South 
Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Purchases are still 
being made in Canada, and will be con- 
tinued so long as horses are required and 
those received give satisfaction. 


General Vilonel. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that General Vilonel is the same 
person who was originally a partner of a 
Mr. Kitchener, in Senekal, in a law 
agency, and that he was convicted at an 
early stage of the war of treason, and 
sentenced to imprisonment with hard 
labour, and released from gaol at Winburg 
by the British troops ; and whether, in 
view of these facts, the British Govern- 
ment: will authorise his employment as 4 
commander of forces employed against 
the Boers. 


Mr. BRODRICK: | have no official 
information as to the present alleged 
appointment or the past history of the 
person mentioned in the question. I may, 
however, mention that the term of 
treason has been applied by the Boers in 
cases of ex-burghers who refused to break 
their parole. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 


Gentleman inquire into this case ! 


+See preceding volume, p. 1094. 
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Mr. BRODRICK : I do not see what 


is to be gained by the inquiry. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Leave it to , 


the discretion of Kitchener, I suppose ! 


Boer Hostages on Trains. 
*Mr. HENRY J. WILSON (Yorks- 
shire, W.R.. Holmfirth): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 


non-combatant Boers are being compelled | 


to travel on trains running between 
Pretoria and Pietersberg, or on any 
other lines in South Africa; and if sr, 
which ; and if Boers are being so com- 
pelled, will he state whether they are 
prisoners of war, or are those who have 
taken no part in the war. Whether such 
compulsion is in accordance with the rules 
laid down in the War Office Manual for 
the treatment of non-combatants; and 
whether he will order the practice to 
be discontinued. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no inform- 
ation to show that Lord Kitchener has 
found it necessary of late to take 
measures of the character mentioned. 
Measures of this kind are a legitimate 
precaution when necessary, and are in 
no way contrary to the practice of 
civilised warfare. I am not prepared to 
issue the orders proposed. 


*Mr. HENRY J. WILSON : Will the 
right hon. Gentleman answer that part 
of the Question which asks whether such 
compulsion is in accordance with the 


rules laid down inthe War Office 
Manual for the treatment of non- 
combatants ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot answer 


that off-hand. Such compulsion is not 
outside the rules of civilised warfare. 


An Hon. MemBer: The Question has 
been on the paper five days. 


Martial Law at the Cape. 

Mr. BURT (Morpeth): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can now say what was the nature of 
the documents found by the Military 
when the offices of Messrs. Van der Byl 
and Van der Horst were searched in 
Cape Town; and, if they were of a 
criminal nature, what proceedings were 
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|taken, and with what result; whether 
a similar search was also made at the 
offices of Messrs. Sauer and Standen and 
at the private residence of Mrs. Hoop- 
'mans, and with what result ; whether 
he will state by whose orders, and on 
what grounds, the house of this lady was 
| for weeks watched by detectives ; whether 
she is now freed from this police super- 
‘vision; and whether the gentlemen 
named are now at liberty, or, if not, 
will he say on what charge they are 
still kept in custody. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have nothing to 
add to the reply which I gave the hon. 
Member last Thursday, the 30th ultimo, 7 
and I am not prepared to make any 
statement as to the nature of the docu- 
ments found. 


Suppression of War Correspondence. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg toask 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he is aware that the letters and 
articles sent by Mr. J. J. Comerford, as 
correspondent of the Freeman’s Journal 
in South Africa, posted weekly at Cra- 
dock during February and March, 1900, 
| with two exceptions, were never received ; 
‘and that on Mr. Comerford making com- 
plaint to the Chief Military Press Censor 
in Pretoria of the seizure of his letters 
| and articles, Major Sawyer was directed 
Ito investigate the matter, but. on his 
making inquiries at Cradock, he was 
transferred to another’ station and no 
further step in tne investigation was 
taken. Whether, having regard to the 
Comerford has ad tressed 
repeatedly letters to the Chief Military 
Censor on this matter, and has received 


‘no reply, any, and if so what, steps will 
| be taken to restore to this gentleman the 


photographs and manuscripts seized in 
\transmission through the post, or to 
compensate him for the loss of his literary 
| work as a journalist at the seat of the 
| war and not holding a Military licence ; 
land, whether he can now give any, and 
if so what, explanation of this matter, 
/having regard to his answer to the 
| hon. Member for South Donegal on 16th 
| August last, that the hon. Member for 
| Westmoreland, who was Press Censor at 
Cape Town and dealt with the question 
as it arose, would communicate with the 
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hon. Member on the subject, a course 
which has not yet been taken. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am very sorry 
that, owing to a misunderstanding, the 


hon. Member for South Donegal has not | 
been communicated with by the Member | 


for Westmoreland on this subject, as I 
promised he should be. I understand 


the hon. Member for Westmoreland is | 


communicating to the hon. Member all 
the information he has at his disposal. 


Graff-Reinet. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
the guns captured last summer near 
Graff-Reinet by Commander Scheepers, 
who was recently taken prisoner and put 
to death under martial law, have yet been 
re-captured. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No guns were cap- 
tured by Commander Scheepers in Cape 
Colony during 1901. 


Boer Munitions of War. 
Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 


Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for War whether he has successfully | 


investigated by what means the fighting 
Boers are obtaining their munitions of 


war ; and, if so, whether he will inform | 


the House what steps have been taken 
to, prevent further munitions reaching 
them. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This isa matter to 
which I need hardly say the closest atten- 
tion is paid, both here and in South 
Africa. Iam afraid I cannot gratify the 
hon. Member’s curiosity. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I say 
it is not curiosity. Will not the right 
hon. Gentleman withdraw that remark ? 
{Ministerial laughter.] I only ask inmy 
capacity as a Member of Parliament. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
surely does not suggest that the word 
‘curiosity “’ is un-Parliamentary. 


Transkeian Territories of Cape Colony. 

Mr. ©. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, 
Leigh): 1 beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether Officers of the 
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Colonial forces recently transferred to the 
| control of the Government of Cape Colony, 
| are permitted to take part in the adminis- 
| tration of martial law in Cape Colony ; 
and, if so, whether this permission ex- 
tends to the Transkeian territories of the 


Colony. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The adiinistra- 
tion of martial law is under the 
| military authorities. Colonial officers 


are only detailed by Lord Kitchener 
to act in a judicial capacity in remote 
| districts where Imperial Officers are not 
available. The Transkeian districts are 
not under martial law. 


Colonial Forces in Cape Colony. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether the 
express sanction of the Government has 
been given to the transfer of the Colonial 

forces in Cape Colony to the control of 

the Colonial Government ; and whether, 
as stated by Sir Gordon Sprigg in his 
speech of 2nd December, so far as the 
'Transkeian territories of Cape Colony 
are concerned, the Commander-in-Chief 
has no word to say regarding the 
military operations in that part of the 
Colony, but they are in the hands of 
Sir Gordon Sprigg himself. 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stanuey, Lan- 
eashire, Westhoughton): The arrange- 
ments referred to have been approved 
by His Majesty’s Government). The 
civil administration of the Transkei is 
in the hands of the Colonial authorities, 
martial law not having been extended 
to those districts. Whenever military 
operations, as distinct from police duties, 

|are undertaken in Cape Colony, the 
authority of the General Commanding-in- 
Chief is paramount. 


Mrs. Christian De Wet. 

_ Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
| His Majesty’s Government will consider 
'the advisability of extending to Mrs. 
| Christian De Wet as good treatment as is 
| accorded by the French Government to 
the captured Queen of Madagascar. 


| Mr. BRODRICK: I have no reason to 
doubt that this lady is receiving all 
proper consideration. 
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Remounts Inquir. pn igeeaae of I approved the association of the Secre- 
Captain Hartigan. ‘tary of State’s name with that of the 
Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.): Yeomanry Committee as plaintiffs. The 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for defendants have by various motives 
War whether he is in a position to state | caused adjournments from time to time, 
what action he proposes to take in the and the Lord Chief Justice in December 
case of Captain Hartigan, in view of the last held that the action between 
evidence given before a Departmental Lord Lonsdale and Colonel St. Quintin 
Committee concerning this officer. should be first heard. . This was not 
|decided till 13th January. I| have 
Mr. BRODRICK: Mr. Hartigan, as I) since pressed, on the Irish Authori- 
stated to the House on Monday last, ties to use every means to secure 
maintains that, although he accepted /an early trial and an appeal by the 
employment from the Yeomanry Com- | defendants is being heard ‘n Dublin to- 
mittee at the wish of Colonel Maclean, and day. My right hon. friend may rest 
examined horses for the Committee while assured that I shall use every means in 
receiving a commission of 2} per cent.|my power to bring the action to a 
from the contractor, he made a full dis- | decision and have justice done, and the 
closure of his position to Colonel Maclean, | true nature of the case made manifest. 
and thereby confirms his evidence before 
the Departmental Committee. Colonel) *Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
Maclean’s recollection of the circumstances | Was the right hon. Gentleman aware 
does not altogether confirm this, but | when he ordered the prosecution of this 
whichever be the correct version, I am | gentleman that he was one of the very 
satisfied that in this, andin other matters | few who constitute the Unionist and 
which have since come to my knowledge, | Loyalist minority in County Clare ? 
Mr. Hartigan acted, to sxy the least, very | 
inadvisedly, and I heve consequently | Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
decided that his temporary employment | (Thanet): Is it the fact that an officer 
asa Civil Veterinary Surgeon at Aldershot | | who is a witness jn this case has gone 
must be terminated. | abroad ? 
Purchase of Remounts in Ireland—- | Mr. BRODRICK: My right hon. 
Action against Mr. Stoddert. | friend may be sure that no officer who 
Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea-|is a necessary witness will be permitted 
ford) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State | to leave the country. 
for War in reference to the action now 
pending, and brought by the War Office Yeomanry Committee. 
against Mr. Stoddert for conspiracy to de-| Mr. CHAPLAIN: I beg to ask the 
fraud in the purchase of remounts in | Secretary of State for War, what was 
Ireland, at what date was the action com-| the date of the appointment of the 
menced ; how far has it proceeded ; when | Yeomanry Committee; who were its 
isit probable that it will be concluded ; and | members ; how, when, and by whom 
unless he proposes to institute an immedi- | was the authority given to the Yeo- 
ate and specific inquiry into the purchase | manry Committee to purchase remounts ; 
of remounts in Ireland, will he take such | and to whom was the purchase of the 
measures as may be in his power to bring | remounts entrusted in the first instance. 
the action to a decision as speedily as 
possible. 


| Mr. BRODRICK : The _ Imperial 
| Yeomanry were formed by Royal 

Mr. BRODRICK: This case has been | Warrant on December 24th, 1899. The 
very long delayed to my great regret. | Secretary of State, by an Army Order 
In December 1900 I directed that pro-|of January 4th, 1900, entrusted to a 
ceedings should be taken by the Yeomanry | Committee, called the Imperial Yeo- 
Committee against Major Stoddert and} manry Committee, the administration 
any others who could legally be|of the corps, and their duties were 
associated with him. In the following | further defined by an Army Order of 
month, finding that counsel advised it,| February Ist, 1900. The members of 
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were :—Colonel Lucas,{Court of Inquiry for which General 
Lieutenant - Colonel Beckett, M.P., | Truman has applied will be held as soon 
Colonel ;;Viscount Valentia, M.P.,' as possible, but that no general inquiry 
Colonel St. Quintin, Colonel the Earl | on remounts can be held until the present 
of Lonsdale, Captain Bagot, and Colonel | pressure on the Remount Department is 
Lord Harris. The Imperial Yeomanry | abated. I hope the Court may begin its 
records show that they originally work next week. 

entrusted the Remount Department | 

to the charge of the Earl of Lonsdale, Captain DONELAN (Cork, E): 
and Colonel St. Quintin, but they | Will the right hon. Gentleman consider 
appear to have subsequently devolved |the desirability of referring this whole 
the duty on Colonel St. Quintin alone. | question of remounts to a Committee of 


Questions. 


the Committee 





Colonel St. Quintin went to Africa 
towards the end of March, 1900, 
when Lord Lonsdale again assumed 
charge. The date on 
mittee received formal authority to 
purchase remounts was February Ist, 
the order covering retrospectively any 
orders previously given. 


CapTaIN NORTON (Newington, W.): 


Were not the Committee distinctly under | 


the orders of the Quartermaster- 


General’s Department ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, sir; not 
under the orders. I understand they 
were given certain powers which they 
were entitled to exercise. 


Captain NORTON: And, therefore, 
the Quartermaster-General’s Depart- 
ment is responsible ? 


*Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): Will the 

right hon. Gentleman lay these two 
Army Orders on the Table of the 
House ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: They were pub- 
lished some time ago, but there is 
no objection to laying them on the 


Table. 


Remounts—New Committee and Military 
Court of Inquiry. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: 


view of the recent disclosures and the 
fact that the purchases of remounts are 
still being largely and constantly made, 
he will undertake that any inquiry 


which he proposes to institute shall be | 


made without any delay and as promptly 
as possible. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have already 
stated to the House that the Military 


I beg to ask the | 
Secretary of State for War whether, in | 


| this House, instead of to a Military Court 
‘of Inquiry, especially as it is a purely 
business matter ? 


which the Com- | 


Mr. BRODRICK: I think it will be 
obvious to the hon. Member and to the 
House, that if the officers who are at 
present engaged in the purchase of 
remounts and in inspecting them in 
different parts of the world are to be 
brought before a Committee of this House, 


‘the work of the Department must be 


practically brought to a standstill. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: That would 


do no harm. 


Mr. BRODRICK 


(continuing): It 


would be impossible for a Committee 


responsible to the House to liold an 
inquiry which would be in any way 
satisfactory without the attendance of 
these officers. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 

ham): | beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the Military Court of 
Inquiry which, at the request of the 
Inspector General of Remounts, is to be 
held at an early date, will be instructed 
| to investigate the whole present system of 
‘the Remount Department, whilst leaving 
\the question of determining the responsi- 
‘bility for past purchases to the Committee 
which is to assemble at the conclusion of 
‘the war; and, whether. in view of the 
' fact that the buying of horses and mules 
\is still going on, and must necessarily 
continue until the close of the war, he 
will undertake that the reference of the 
said Court of Inquiry shall be extended 
iso as to include an investigation of the 
| arrangements under which the further 
| supply of horses and mules for service m 
| South Africa will be purchased. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: The Military Court’ Lorp STANLEY: This vessel has not 
of Inquiry will confine itself to General | been chartered by the War Department, 
Truman’s personal responsibility for the | nor is the Agent General for New Zealand 
effective discharge by his Department of | aware of such chartering. 
the duties which have fallen on it in con- | 
nection with the war. It will not be | Army Serge Contracts. 


possible to institute a general inquiry yp SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid.) : 
through the Military Court. |I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Comasittes on Miittery Biacation. | War whether he will furnish the prices 
; wn ve eS ,._ }at which tenders for Army serges were 
CoLoneL BROOKFIELD (Sussex, | accepted, and the names of the firms who 
Rye) : I beg to ask the Secretary | yore declared contractors; and whether 
of State for War, whether he has | any of these contracts were given to Irish 
yet received the Report of the) gin, 
Committee on Military Education; and, , 
ifso, can he state how soon it is likely’ [orp STANLEY: Prices of tenders 
to be in the hands of hon. Members. | are always strictly confidential. Six 
Yorkshire, one Devon and one Somerset 
| firms were accepted. Four Irish firms 
were invited to tender, of whom only one 
tendered, and that at too high a price. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. The Com- 
mittee have not yet made their Report. 


Volunteers and Jury Service. 
CoLONEL BROOKFIELD: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been calied 
to the fact that his Honour Judge 
Emden, sitting at the Lambeth | 
County Court, recently excused a jury- 
man from service on the ground that 
he was a volunteer, and therefore already 
giving up some of his time for the 
benefit of the public; and whether, in 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Will the noble Lord 
' publish the names of the contractors ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: What objection can 
there be 4 


' Caprain DONELAN: Did the serge 
view of the support which has been so | ders come from the north or south of 


frequently accorded to the policy thus | Ireland ? 
indicated, he will consider the propriety | 
of bringing in a Bill to give every effi- | 
cient volunteer a definite immunity | 
from jury service. | Army Accoutrement Contracts. 
| Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. This Secretary of State for War whether his 
question has been thoroughly considered | attention has been directed to a case of 
on several occasions, and, although I sweating of two degrees in connection 
have much sympathy with the desire | with Government contracts for Army 
to excuse volunteers or others who give | accoutrements, which came to light at 
their time similarly to the public service ‘the Thames Police Court on the 29th of 
from acting as jurymen, it has not | last month ; and whether he will investi- 
been found possible to grant the | gate this and similiar cases, and strike off 
exemption. : ‘the contractors’ list all firms that have 
e ances been guilty of any infringement of the 
The “ Germanius. House of Commons Resolution of 6th 
*Mr. LAW (Glasgow, Blackfriars): I March, 1893, during any period since the 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for | outbreak of the war in South Africa. 
War whether a German steamer, called | 
the “ Germanius,” has been chartered to | Lorp STANLEY: The -attention of 
carry a cargo of oats from New Zealand | the War Office had «already been drawn 
to the Cape on behalf of the British | to the case reported. The case cannot, 
Government ; and, if so, whether there | however, be identified as having any 
is any explanation. | connection with contracts entered into by 


[No answer was returned. ] 
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the War Department. I shall be glad of 
any information which may enable me to 
trace the contract. 


Questions. 


Colonial Meat Contracts. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: It is not the same 
| Question. The one on the Paper asks for 
| the terms of the contract, and that has 
| been answered. Now, the hon. Member 
| asks as to the antecedents of the contractor 


Questions. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I | —@ point not raised in the original Ques- 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for | Hon. 


War, having regard to the feeling at | 


present existing in Australia and New| | 
Zealand owing to the quantity of meat | tion down. 


purchased for our troops in South Africa | 


from Argentina, and to the fact that all | 


the chambers of commerce in_ those 


Colonies have passed Resolutions protest- | 
ing against this action, whether he will | 
take steps to ensure that in making these | 


purchases a preference will be given to 
tenders made by Colonial contractors. 


Lorp STANLEY: Steps have been 
taken to secure the interests of the 
Colonies, the new contractor 


having | 


undertaken to obtain supplies as far as | 


possible from British colonies. 


Meat Contracts—Cold Storage Company. 


|either from 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to} 


ask the Secretary of State for War, if he 
can state the terms of the contract under 
which the Cold Storage Company is now 
supplying meat for the troops in South 
Africa and the terms of the new contract 
entered into which begins in April next ; 
and will he also say how many tenders 
were received in either case. 


Lorp STANLEY : Contract prices are 
never made public. I am, accordingly, 
unable to reply to the first part of the 
Question. As regards the tenders, 35 
were received for the contracts made in 
South Afriea for 1901-02, and 65 were 
received in the recent competition, three 
of which were made for the whole con- 
tract. 


Mr. WHITLEY: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if he can say whether 
the new contractor is the same Mr. Berg] 
who, on May 22nd, 1901, was fined for 
selling diseased meat ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! Notice 
must be given. 


Mr. WHITLEY: I will put the Ques- 


Meat Contracts—Messrs. Berg] and 
Company’s Tender. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office, 
whether it was stated in the conditions of 
tender for the meat contract, awarded to 


| Messrs. M. Bergl. and Company, the 
| respective amounts of dead meat and live 


meat to be delivered ; and, if so, what 
were the respective amounts ; whether 
any obligation in respect to either all or 
any of the meat provided, to procure it 
Australia or from New 
Zealand, was contained in the conditions 
of tender ; what is the price to be paid to 
Messrs. Bergl and Company for meat all 
round; and, whether he can state what 
is the difference all round between meat 
procured from Argentina and from 
Australia and New Zealand. 


Lorp STANLEY: The contractor has 
to supply live cattle and sheep and dead 
meat at such times and in such quantities 


‘as may be demanded, there being no 


Mr. WHITLEY : On the point of order, 
does not my supplementary Question arise 
out of that on the Paper 4 





fixed proportion of live and dead meat. 
An undertaking to obtain supplies as far 
as possible from British colonies has been 
given by the contractor. This is a con- 
dition not contained in the original 
tender. There is no all-round price, there 
is one price for fresh meat and another 
for frozen meat; the prices are confidential. 
In reply to the last paragraph, an all- 
round difference in value cannot be 
stated. It would have no application to 
the contract in question. The market 
values of different classes of meat from time 
to time are shown in trade journals. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Were the pro- 
portions of dead meat and live meat set 
forth in the original tender % 


Lorp STANLEY: I do not think s0, 
I must ask for notice. I do not see how 
it is possible to give such a definition. 
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525 Questions. 
The undertaking to obtain supplies of 
meat as far as possible from the British 
colonies was not in the original tender. 


Captain DONELAN: Has the altera- | 
tion been made since the protest from | 


the Colonies ? | 
Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir, before. | 


H.M.S. “ Condor.” 
*Srrk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the | 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
can state what engineer officers were 
carried by H.M.S. ‘ Condor.” 


*TuE SECRETARY To THE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, 
W.): The engines of the “Condor ” were 
in charge of an artificer engineer with a 
staff of one chief engine-room artificer 
and two engine-room artificers. This 
complement is the same as that borne on 
all other vessels of the same class. 


CapTaIn NORTON: Are we to under- 
stand that there was no Engineer # 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is 
no Engineer on board any vessel of this 
class. 


H.M.S. “‘ Spartiate.” 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty whether he will state what was 
the cost of H.M.S. “ Spartiate,” at the 
time she left Pembroke for Portsmouth, 
at what date this run took place, what 
number of miles she has steamed since, 
and what is the present condition of her 
boilers; also, how much has been spent 
on her since arrival at Portsmouth ; 
and, whether her chief engineer is the 
gentleman who reported on the Belleville 
boilers in the Messageries Company to 
the Admiralty. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The ex- 
penditure on the ‘“Spartiate’’ before 
leaving Pembroke was £449,920. The 
ship left Pembroke on the 7th April, 
1900. Since that time she has steamed 
1,200 miles, including the run round to 
Portsmouth. The present condition of 
her boilers is perfectly satisfactory, and 
no trouble has been experienced with 
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|them at any time. £70,000 has been 
| Spent upon the ship since her arrival at 
| Portsmouth. The answer to the last 
| paragraph of the hon. Member’s Question 
is in the affirmative. 


Questions. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: 
the £70,000 spent on ? 


What was 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It 


was 


| mostly spent on the completion of the 


ship after she arrived from Pembroke. A 
portion of the money was expended in 
making good defects in the crank-shaft 
and in the condensers. The contractor 


| having become bankrupt the work had 


to be undertaken by the dockyard. 


Hartland Quay Coastguard Staff. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): I beg toask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he is aware that the 
coastguard staff at Hartland Quay, on the 
North Devon coast, consists of two men 
only ; that these men have to patrol the 
coast between Mouth Mill and Sharpe’s 
Nose, a distance of 18 or 20 miles; and 
whether, having regard to the character 
of this portion of the coast, he will in- 
crease the number of the coastguard 
staff, with a view of prompt assistanee 
being rendered to vessels in distress. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The de- 
tachment at Hartland Quay consists of 
two men who form part of the coastguard 
staff of the Clovelly station, consisting of 
one officer and eight men. Orders have 
recently been given for two men from 
Clovelly to be constantly stationed at 
Hartland Point Signal Station, in order 
to ensure a good look-out being kept on 
that part of the coast. 


Royal Visit to Plymouth. 

Mr. GUEST (Plymouth): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 
in view of Their Majesties’ approaching 
visit to Plymouth and Devonport on 7th 
March, the Admiralty would consider the 
desirability of closing the Dockyard and 
Victualling Yard for a holiday from 
Friday 7th March at noon until the 
following Monday morning. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The ar- 
rangements in connection with the forth- 
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coming launch of the “ Queen” are not Law Officers of the Crown—Salaries 
yet complete. I am not therefore at ; -_ Fees. 

present in a position to inform the hon.| MR. COG HILL (Stoke-on-T rent): I beg 
Member what course will be pursued | to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
with regard to the work in the dockyard. | whether he can state the amount paid 
during the last twelve months, by way 
of fees and salary to Mr. Attorney 
General and Mr. Solicitor General. 





Indian Armies—Statistics. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India can he state what were the 
numbers of commissoned officers of all | 
ranks borne on the establishment of the | 
Indian Armies on Ist January, 1901 and 
1902, respectively, including and speci- 
fying the number of native Indian com- 
missioned officers. And can the annual 
cost of the commissioned officers on the 
Indian establishment be approximately 
stated. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The salaries 
of the law officers for non-contentious 
work appear on the Estimates. The 
latest figures available as to Fees for 
contentious business are for the financial 
|year ended 31st March, 1901. They are 
as follows: Attorney General £5,917, of 
which £1,416 was paid to the present 
Lord Chief Justice ; Solicitor General 
£3,341, of which £692 was paid to the 
present Attorney General. Full parti- 
culars will be given in Class III., Vote 

Tus SECRETARY or STATE ror, 1, of the Appropriation Accounts, which 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middle- | will soon be published. 
sex, Ealing): Assuming that what the 


hon. Member wishes is to know the Steamship Company Bills. 
numbers of the sanctioned establishment Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): I beg to 
“s commissioned omhoers me the Indian ask the President of the Board of Trade 
Army for 1900-1 and 1901-3, my aaawers, whether his attention has been directed 
for the former year, 4,904 British. 2,761 +9 the Midland Railway (Steam Vessels) 
native 2 for the latter * inca 5,419 British Bill, the Furness Railway (Steam Vessels) 
and 2,761 native. The annual cost of Bill, and the Lancashire and Yorkshire 
the commissioned officers cannot be Ridesy heim Veen) Bl: sal 
eagle approximately, as a separate | whether he proposes to take any steps 
item, without a considerable amount of | ¢,. the purpose of protecting traders 
clerical labour, and probably not without | 144 the public against the exercise of 
a reference to India. the powers conferred by these Bills, or 
| against undue preference, especially 
Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the | having regard to the powers sought 
Secretary of State for India whether he to enable the companies to pay for the 
will give, as an unopposed Return, the purchase of steamships wholly or partly 
memorandum which, on 16th March, | by way of subsidy or rebate. 
1899, he promised to the late Member 
for Burnley, the hon. Philip Stanhope, Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
with regard to the changes which had | or TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Barour, Leeds 
taken place during the years 1887 to | Central): My hon. friend has been good 
1889, or thereabouts, in the methods of | enough to furnish me with a memoran- 
recruiting and organising the native; dum, giving a summary of the provisions 
armies by the Indian military authorities, | of these Bills. I have considered the 
with special regard to the formation of | matter, and have come to the conclusion 
regiments or companies of special races, | that no special action is necessary. I 
castes, or communities, would remind my hon. friend that 
Standing Order 155 is framed to meet 
Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have no} guch cases, and that the Committee on 
objection to making the memorandum | each Bill must make a special report. 
regarding changes in the native army | There can I think be no doubt that the 
which was prepared in March, 1900, | Committees entrusted with the considera- 
a Parliamentary Return. | tion of these Bills, will give particular 
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529 Questions. 


attention to them, in obedience to the | 
terms of the Standing Order. | 


Board of Agriculture. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): 1 beg to ask the President of 
the Board of ‘Trade if he can say what 
steps, if any, have been taken, other 
than the establishment of the Board of 
Agriculture, to give effect to the Resolu- 
tions of the House of Commons of 1879 
and 1881, in favour of the appointment 
of a Minister of Commerce and Agricul- 
ture. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: So far 
as | am aware, no steps other than the 
establishment of the Board of Agriculture 
have been taken to give effect to the 
Resolutions referred to in the Question. 


Board of Trade. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to 
ask the |’resident of the Board of Trade 
whether any confirmation or renewal of 
the Order in Council of 1786, constituting 
the Board of certain Lords of the Com- 
mittee for the time being of the Privy 
Council appointed for the consideration 
of matters relating to trade and foreign 
plantations was required or made at the 
commencement of the present or preceding 
reigns, And, if he will lay upon the Table 
of the House a statement giving annually 
during the past ten years the number of 
meetings of the Board of Trade and the 
attendances of the Archbishop of Canter- | 
bury, the Lord Chancellor, and other 
members of the Board at such meetings. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: From 
inquiries made at the Council Office it 
appears that the Order in Council of 1786 | 
is regarded as permanent and not re- 
quiring confirmation at the commence- | 
ment of a new reign. The Return asked | 
“ in the second paragraph would be a | 
blank, 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS: Then I un- 
derstand the Board never meets ? 
| 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Gen- | 


tlemen named do not meet. 


| 
Census Returns. | 

“Siz FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan): I | 
beg to ask the President of the Local | 
Government Board whether he can state 
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Questions. 


when the census returns for Lancashire, 
which according to the census of London 
is to follow next in order, will be printed 
and circulated; also when the census 
returns for Yorkshire will be printed and 
circulated. 


THe SECRETARY to tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire N.R., Thirsk): I am 
informed by the Registrar General that it 
is expected that the census returns for 
Lancashire will be printed and circulated 
in the course of next month, and those of 
Yorkshire in April or May. 


Swindon New Water Supply. 

Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes): 
[ beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he is aware 
that anxiety prevails in the districts of 
the Ogbournes, Wilts, with regard to the 
pending proposals for the new water 
supply of Swindon; and, seeing that the 
terms of the draft Provisional Order have 
not been communicated to the Marl- 
borough Rural District Authority, and 
having regard to the public principle and 
local interests involved in the scheme, 
whether the Local Government Board 
will undertake that ample notice shall be 
given by advertisement and otherwise, of 
any subsequent proceedings. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I have re- 


ceived an application from the Town 


Council of Swindon for the Provisional 
Order referred to by my hon. friend, 
and I have directed that a local inquiry 
shall be held on the 11th instant by two 


‘of the Inspectors of the Local Govern- 
|ment Board. Due notice of the inquiry 


has been given by advertisements and 
posters, and it will be open to any person 
interested to attend and be heard at the 


| inquiry. 


Hendon Electric Lighting Inquiry. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether an inquiry has 
been held by the Local Government 
Board at Hendon, to consder the ap- 
plication from the District Council for 
a loan to carry out the electric lighting 
of the district ; and, if so, can he state 
what is the result of the inquiry, and 
whether the loan has been sanctioned. 


531 Questions. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: An inquiry 
has been held with regard to the appli- 
cation referred to in the Question. Since 
it took place, representations have been 
made to the Local Government Board 
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Norwich Postal Delays. 

Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that it has 





been of frequent occurrence during months 
past for the second day mail from the 
Midlands to Norwich and some parts of 
the Eastern Counties to be delivered 
several hours late, to the inconvenience 
of the traders of those districts; and 
whether he will take steps to prevent this 
in future. 


that a satisfactory scheme could be 
carried out at a less cost than that pro- 
posed. The Board sent these represen- 
tations to the District Council, whose 
observations in reply were received 
yesterday. A decision on the application 
will be very shortly arrived at. 





Mr. LOUGH: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say from what quarter the 
representations came ? 


| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: In- 
| quiry shall be made respecting the alleged 
. — | delay in the delivery at Norwich and 
Mr. GRANT LAWSON: Yes, from— | other places in the Eastern Counties of 
| the day mail from the Midlands, and an 
| answer sent to the hon. Member as soon 
| as possible. 


Mr. LOUGH: A trading company. 


“The Parliamentary Debates.” | 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the| Police Superannuation (Scotland) Bill. 
Secretary to the Treasury whether his! Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire): I beg 
attention has been drawn to the fact that | to ask the Lord Advocate, seeing that the 
the printing of the House of Commons | Police Superannuation (Scotland) Bill, 
Debates is now being done at Reading, | introduced by the Member for the Falkirk 
where women compositors are employed ;| Burghs last year, was almost unan- 
and whether, seeing that when the con-| mously supported by the Scottish Mem- 
tract was given out the employment of | bers, whether the Government intend to 
male labour at the London rates of wages | bring in a Bill dealing with this subject 

was contemplated and prices fixed accord- | during the present session. 
ingly, he will take steps to see that only| la 
this latter class of labour is employed| THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A 


during the existence of the present | GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): As the 
| hon. Member is aware, the Police Super- 


/annuation Bill to which he refers was 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 | considered by a Select Committee of the 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen Cuamser- | House last session. Having regard to the 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): There is nothing | terms of their Report, the Secretary for 
in the terms of the contract to prevent | Scotland is not at present prepared to 
the printers of The Parliamentary Debates | bring in a Bill dealing with the matter. 
from having the work done outside 
London if they think fit, or from employ- 
ing women as compositors. I have 
therefore no power to interfere, even if I 
thought it right, which I do not, to 
exclude women from Government work 
for which they are suitable. 





contract. 


Land Transfer Act, 1897, 

Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn): 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General, 
whether the new system of compulsory 
registration of title under the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, has been tried experi 
mentally in certain portions of the county 
of London since the 1st January, 1899, 
and was fixed to extend on the Ist 
January, 1902, to the City of London; 
whether he is aware that complaints have 
been made that the system has added to 
the difficulty and expense of dealing with 
property ; whether, at the request of the 
City of London, the applicatien of the 


Mr.NANNETTI(Dublin,College Green): 
May I ask the hon, Gentleman if this 
contract is carried out in accordance, with 
the Fair Wages Resolution ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes 
Sir, as far as I know, itis. I have had 
no complaint at all. 
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system was postponed till Ist March, | ascertain how many of the 13 cases of 
1902; whether such postponement was | cattle-maiming have been perpetrated by 
for the purpose of holding the inquiry | policemen ? 
asked for; and, if so, what steps have | 
been taken to hold such inquiry; and, if} THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
not, what was the object of postponing’ LAND (Mr. Wynpnam, Dover): I do 
the application of the system to the City. | not feel called upon to answer that 
Question. [Nationalist cries of ‘ Sheri- 
Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, dan.”] In reply to the Question on the 
N.W.): At the time may I ask Mr. Paper, I have to say that my right hon. 
Attorney General whether, in view of the friend is misinformed. Persons were 
attitude of the Corporation of London , made amenable in two cases of incen- 
towards the application of the provisions diary fire, one of injury to cattle, one 


of The Land Transfer Act, 1897, to the 
City of London, the Government. will 


consider the advisability of appointing a_ 


Committee to consider the working of the 
Act in accordance with their intention 
previously expressed. 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Robert Fintay, Inverness Burghs): I 


am informed that an inquiry has in fact 
been held, with the aid of an independent 


| of threatening letter, one of injury to 
' property ; and also in 11 other cases of 
/agrarian outrage reported in the six 

months mentioned, or 16 out of a total 
‘of 130 agrarian outrages during that 
| period. In the year 1900, persons were 
/made amenable in 40 cases of agrarian 

outrage, and in the years 1897, 1898 
jand 1899 the figures were 30, 38 

and 41, respectively. I am_ fully 
| satisfied with the zeal displayed by the 





Committee, intotheorganisationand work- | police in the discharge of their detec- 
ing of the Office of Land Registry, and tive duties. May I point out that the 
that the result was entirely satistactory. hercentage of cases made amenable to 
It is not, and never has been, the inten-' the total of agrarian outrages, viz., 
tion of the Government to hold such an more than 12 per cent., is but inappre- 
inquiry as would re-open the question of | ciably lower than in such years as 1889 
principle settled after the most prolonged a nq 1890. , 
consideration by Parliament, and affirmed | : 

without a division by very general assent. Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is the right 
But there is nothing inthe Act making; hon. Gentleman aware that many of 
it otherwise than right that every con- these so-called incendiary fires are cases 
sideration should be given to the views of | of arson on the part of the tenant in 
the City of London, or of any county in lorder to get high prices for the goods 
England, as to the date at which the destroyed ? 


compulsory provisions should come into' Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


actual operation. 
Alleged Intimidation by Irish Police 
Irish Agrarian Offences, at Rooskey. 
Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, S.):; Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, | Ireland whether he is aware that on the 
seeing that no person has been made’ night of 27th January, at Rooskey, in 
amenable in respect of the 34 cases of | North Roscommon, Sergeant Furniss, 
incendiary fires, the 13 cases of killing | accompanied by nine men of the Royal 
and maiming cattle, the 55 cases of , Irish Constabulary, entered the houses of 
threatening letters, and the 13 cases of Michael Johnston and Michael Carron, 
injury to property which were reported and threatened to assault the children of 
in the six months ending 30th Septem-;| these men if they refused to give infor- 
ber, 1901, he will state what steps he mation as to where their fathers had 
proposes to take in these cases. been, and what they had been doing 
during the previous week ; and, whether 
Mr. DILLON: Before the Chief Sec-| he will see that the police shall be re- 
retary answers that Question, may I ask | strained from such proceedings in the 
whether he has taken any steps to/| future. 


= 
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Mr. WYNDHAM : Noincident such as | their future reports full details of all pro- 
that alleged occurred at Rooskey, County | ceedings under the Act of 1900. 
Roscommon. No member of the force | 
named Furniss is stationed in that, THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
county or elsewhere in Ireland, nor | IRELAND (Mr. Arxrysori, ;London- 
can the police trace the two men whose | derry, N.): The receiver in this case was 
houses are stated to have been entered. | appointed by the Court of Chancery at 
If the hon. Member will supply me with | the suit of one creditor, and will be 


the addresses of these men, further in- bound to account to the Court and apply 
quiry will be made. the monies collected by him as the Court 


may direct, amongst the persons having 
Cliffoney Police Sergeant. claims upon them. I cannot reply to the 

Mr. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.) : I beg second question, the payments of the 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord debentur e holders depending on _ the 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is|TeCe!Vers success in receiving the debts 


aia a tele t of Cliffoney, | due: I am informed that it would be 
Co ei Se ame 6 ianiad J f quite impossible for the Loan Fund Board 


the Sligo Rural District Council to |to give full details of these proceedings, 


vent Dnecaihess i ting hi | which are, to a certain extent, private 
ae is aan Sosa cai =. i. <. litigations, but the receivers appointed in 
at oa es sae . Res such cases submit to the Loan Fund 
malicious injury case passed by the iodically. s aries showi 

District Coane and rei him ee, a 
wis ul, . >i | the result of the proceedings in collect- 
oP seg of oie Magen have ee m9 |ing debts. Arrangements can, I think, 
taken to prevent the recurrence of such | he made to include these in the reports 
conduct. | submitted to Parliament. 





Mr. WYNDHAM: The Sergeant | Dublin National Library.—“Five Years 
states, and holds to his own statement, in Ireland.” 
the District Councillor suggested that he| Mr. MACARTNEY: I beg to ask the 
might ask the Crown Solicitor to write | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
to the Secretary to the County Council | Ireland whether he is aware that there is 
on his behalf in the case mentioned ; he | 20 copy of the book entitled “ Five Years 
emphatically denies having used a threat. | in Ireland” in the National Library in 
No other person was present on the Dublin ; and, seeing that this book has 
been repeatedly asked for and put down 
in the suggestion book, whether he can 
state the reasons of the Selection Com- 
mittee for not ordering it. 


occasion. Under the circumstances, the 
Inspector General considers that the 
proper course for the aggrieved District 
Councillor to adopt, will be to bring his 
case before the magistrates in Petty — 
Sessions, under the het 6 William Iv, Me. WYNDHAM : 
cap. 13, sec. 19, on a charge of violation 
of duty. The Constabulary Authorities 
will afford him every assistance in the 
matter. 


The Council of 
Trustees of the National Library, in whom 
the selection of books is vested, have 
placed this work on their list of books 
to be obtained second-hand as soon 4 
procurable. 


Belleek Loan Fund Society. White Estate, Bantry. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask Mr.| Mr. GILHOOLEY (Cork Co., W.):! 
Attorney General for Ireland whether | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lori 
the receiver appointed for the Belleek | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he wil 
Loan Fund Society has been appointed | explain why Mr. Roberts was employel 
on behalf of one debenture holder or of | recently to value the White Estate, neat 
all the debenture holders ; will he state | Bantry, in view of the fact that he ha 
how much money has the _ receiver | been a landlord’s valuer before the Lan! 
collected up to this date ; and when may | Courts in the county of Cork. 
the debenture holders expect to receive 
their shares of the money collected;; Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissione 
and whether the Irish Government will | having charge of the proceedings, in hi 
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official business, referred the inspection of | 
the estate to Mr. Roberts, a member of the 
permanent staff of Assistant Commis- 
sioners. Prior to his appointment to the 
Land Commission in 1891, Mr. Roberts 
was engaged as a Land Valuer in County 
Cork, but it is incorrect to imply that he 
was employed exclusively in the landlord 
interests as he reports that he was 
employed by tenants as well as landlords. 
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Payment of Land Purchase Instalments. 
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Labourers’ Cottages in County Down. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that 
representations for 47 labourers’ cottages 
have beenrecently made from theWarings- 
town and Tullylish divisions to the 
Moira, County Down, District Council, 
and that the District Council at their 
meeting on 19th January, 1900, dismissed 
25 of the 47 applications and proposed to 
formulate a scheme to build 10 of the most 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, | of the urgent remaining 22. Whether he 


N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | jg also aware that on 27th August, 1901, 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if there |Mr. Agnew, the Local Government 
is any objection to tenants, who have | Board Inspector, held an inquiry, and 
purchased their holdings in Ireland pay- | that in his report pointed out that 28 
ing their half-yearly instalments to the | cottages were wanted, and recommended 
land Commission by means of Postal |a supplemental scheme ; whether, seeing 
Orders; and if, in view of the incon-| ¢hat rural councils have up to this date 
venience caused by the present system | neither done anything towards adopting 
to tenant purchasers, who live at a dis-| the supplemental scheme recommended 
tance from branches of the Bank of | }y Mr. Agnew, nor erected one of the 


Ireland, he will make arrangements | 10 cottages approved by Mr. Agnew, he 





enabling them to make their payments | 
through the Post Office. | 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Where tenant pur- | 
chasers cannot conveniently lodge the | 
instalments of their annuities in a bank, 
no objection is made to payment by | 
Postal Orders sent to the Bank of Ireland | 
with the Receivable Orders. It is doubt- | 
ful whether the inconvenience alleged | 
prevails to an appreciable extent. Local 
branches of all Irish Banks accept lodg- | 
ment of the instalments for advice to the 
Bank of Ireland in Dublin. 


Local Taxation (Ireland) Account. 

Mr. LOUGH : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can say how the 
difference of some £82,000, by which the 
receipts exceed the payments on the Local 
Taxation (Ireland) Account, 1900-01, has 
been disposed of. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The balance of 
£28,000 in respect of Estate Duty Grants 
was paid away to the Local Bodies entitled 
to it in the September quarter of 1901. 
The balance of £54,000 in respect of the 
Local Licence Duties has been lodged to 
a Deposit Account, to be dealt with in 
the manner indicated in Section 58, Sub- 
— 5, of the Lecal Government Act. 

8. 





will state what steps the Government 


will take to eause Mr. Agnew’s recom- 


mendations to be speedily carried into 
effect. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An Improvement 
Scheme for 10 cottages was submitted 
for the approval of the Local Government 
Board. The Provisional Order confirm- 
ing the scheme was issued on the 14th 
ultimo. The Board has no information 
on the number of applications received 
and dismissed by the Council. The 
Council will consider at their next 
meeting on the 20th instant the recom- 
mendations of the Inspector in regard to 
the making of a Supplemental Scheme. 


Thomastown Police and Hotel Proprietors. 

Mr. O‘MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that notices signed by two local 
justices of the peace were served on all 
hotel proprietors in Thomastown, pro- 
hibiting them from receiving travellers 
or serving them with intoxicating liquors 
on Sunday 26th January; will he state 
under whose authority this was done ; 
and from what funds the expenses of 
50 extra police, drafted into the town 
on the same day to watch a football 
match, will be met. And, is he aware 
that the nine magistrates in the Thomas- 


T2 
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and whether the Government will be 
prepared to give facilities for the intro- 
duction of a Bill now before them 
dealing with the office of sheriff. 


539 Questions. 


town district, the district inspector, and 
all the other officials in the appointment 
of the Government are Protestants, 
whereas the Roman Catholics number 
95 in a 100 of the population. 
is ais Wis iadiiens anti Vanes tess mate 40 es Gee waned a 
= eS = | have been made to the effect stated in 
under the authority conferred upon | the first part of the Question. No facili- 
ste _ by (iret A yor — | ties are required for the introduction 
tacensing (1reian ct, 1600. there) of a Bill. If my hon. friend refers to 
: J co ~goge ™ _—e in the | facilities for the passing of the Bill, I am 
BNgius ct o “. ne expenses | doubtful whether there will be ti 
will be defrayed from the Constabulary | during this session. — 
Vote. The force was not drafted into | 
the town to watch a footbail match, | Cork Telegraph Staff. 
but for the purpose of preserving the) Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): [ b 
peace, as disturbance was apprehended. Pe r h Se Pilea oe ): ie. 
I believe the nine Justices who attend © aS* the ak  P S oe ay oe - 
the Petty Sessions are Protestants. The | wepewenmng the rommaner “ene, 
head constable, two sergeants and five | whether he is aware that there are some 
sniaitihnn de Reenan Cattelinn. | female telegraphists in the Cork General 
| Post Office who are still unappointed, 
. ' although they entered the public service 
Mr. Meredith Thompson's Estate. ‘in 1893 and have held Civil Service 
Mr. FFRED 'CH (Wexford, S.): I | certificates since 1897 ; and will he state 
a oe the ge sesiecar to the | what is the reason forthe delay in 
“ pecan sa the very Mr. aP eae — en ge 5 Be 
entity ee t t 
Meredith Thompson, five tenants its | cola amid atdeaenabiie service. oe 
being obliged to buy their holdings at | 








the following prices. viz. : one tenant at 
33 per cent. above the sum for which 
his farm, including his own interest 
therein, is security, and the others at 
23, 214, 20, and 27 years purchase of 
the interest of both landlord and 
tenant ; and whether, as the Land Com- 
mission refused to advance more than 
184 or 19 years purchase, he will state 
who is expected to pay the difference 
between the price as fixed by the Land 
Judge and the residue as sanctioned by 
the Land Commission. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Land Judge 
informs me he has made no such order, 
nor has any such application been made 
to him in respect of any of the tenants 
on this estate. 


Debt Collection and Office of Under 
Sheriff in Ireland. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the com- 
plaints made by various mercantile 
bodies in Ireland as to the state of the 
machinery for the collection of debts, 





| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Itis 
'the fact that there are two women 
jlearners in the Cork Office, whose 
‘employment dates since 1893, and who 
| were granted Civil Service Certificates in 
1897. No vacancies have occurred to 
which they could have been appointed, 
but their claims for appointment will be 
duly considered on the first available 


opportunity. 


Cork Post Office Building. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Secre 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, what steps have 
been taken to carry out the promise of 
the Postmaster General to a deputation 
from the Cork Chamber of Commerce 
and Shipping in July, 1901 that he was 
most desirious of meeting the wishes of 
the Chamber and of the commercial 
community as far as possible in respect 
to the plans for the reconstruction of 
the Cork Post Oftice; is he aware that 
two architects have reported that et 
larged accommodation could be provided 
in the office for a sum of £500, and 
not £5,000, as estimated by the Irish 
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Board of Works; and whether the} Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
Postmaster General or the Board of Works | newspaper report has been received of the 
will send a competent architect to Cork | meeting referred to at which the state- 
to meet and confer with the architects|ment mentioned was made, and the 
of the Chamber with a view to providing | Postmaster General can only repeat the 
adequate space and accommodation be-| answer given to the hon. Member's 
fore the building is completed. | previous Question on the same subject, 
| that the accommodation which is pro- 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: In| vided in the Head Post Office at Cork 
order to meet the wishes of the Chamber | will be large enough to meet all the 
of Commerce, as far as possible, arrange-| reasonable requirements of the public. 
ments have been made to remove certain | It is not intended, therefore, to alter the 
portions of the business out of the/ plans. 
Public Office in the Head Post Office at | 
Cork, so as to reduce the chance of its | Athlone Gas Supply. 
being overfilled at any period of the day. Mr. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, S.): I 
The Postmaster General is aware of the | beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
report made to the Chamber by the, War Office, if he has received a copy of a 
two architects mentioned, and it has | Resolution unanimously passed by the 
received full consideration ; but it is not Urban District Council of Athlone, calling 
thought to be either necessary or desir-| on the Military authorities in Ireland to 
able that such a conference, as is sug- | cease their competition with the industries 
gested, should take place. of Athlone in supplying gas to the Mid- 
land Great Western Railway Company ; 
Mr. FLYNN: With regard to the and, whether, seeing that the Council 
architects, is local knowledge to be have recently expended £4,500 upon im- 
ignored altogether? proving their gasworks, steps will be 


" taken to discontinue this competition at 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The | ages ; : 
Government has its own architects and | Ee 5 ee: geen 


has perfect confidence in their judgment. | Lorp STANLEY: The Resolution has 
I do not know what means the local | been received. The gas is not supplied to 
architects had of —_ the aoe this railway company by the War De- 
ings. I think they pal: d not have had partment, but by the contractor, who 
an opportunity of examining them very jonts the War Department premises 
closely before they made the statement. hore the gas is manufactured. The 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: I beg to ask contract expires in February, 1903, and I 
the Secretary of the Treasury, as repre- | Shall accordingly, be prepared to recon- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether Sider the arrangement towards the end 
his attention has been called to the pro- | of this year. 
ceedings at a meeting of the Cork Chamber | 
of Commerce and Shipping on the 28th | Ecclesiastical Courts. 
ultimo, when the Chairman stated that the) Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
accommodation provided for the public in |.the First Lord of the Treasury, if it would 
the Post Office, Cork, was fully sufficient | be possible to have printed and distributed 
for the business done half a century ago, | to Members the Judge’s decisions in the 
but that, owing to the development of | Ecclesiastical or other Courts, during the 
late years of the savings bank, money | last 60 years, pertaining to alleged illegal 
orders, and telegraph departments, the | acts respecting doctrine, discipline, or 
counter space provided was insufficient to ritualistic practices of the clergy of the 
prevent crowding and constant delays to Church of England and Wales. May I 
the publie frequenting the office; and explainthat I have not put this Question, 
whether due regard to these representa-| and I never do put Questions for the 
tions of the Chamber of Commerce and | sake of curiosity. 
the commercial public of Cork will be 
paid by the postal authorities in regard; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
to the plans for the re-construction of the | cannot supply the information, for asking 
building. | which I think there is no precedent. 
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Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I will call 
the attention of the House at the earliest 
possible moment to this most important 
question. 


Judges and Political Speeches—Judge 
‘Connor Morris. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury what 
precedents are there for the refusal of the 
Government to give facilities for the 
discussion of the judicial conduct of a 
judge which forms the subject of a 
special Motion placed on the Paper of | 
the House of Commons.t And, whether, 
having regard to the fact that criticism | 
of the conduct of a judge is forbidden 
by the Orders of the House except in | 
discussion of a specific Motion for that | 
purpose, and thal. the Motion now on | 
the Paper of the House embodies a 
distinct censure of a learned judge, the 
right hon. Gentleman will consider the 
propriety of giving facilities for the dis- | 
cussion of the Motion, or of instituting a 
Motion for the removal of the Motion 
relating to the conduct of the learned 
judge trom the Notice Paper, when the 
reasons on which that Motion is 
grounded could be shown. 








Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not 
had an opportunity of examining pre- 
cedents, as the Notice only appeared on 
the Paper this morning. I am not 
aware, indeed, that there is any precedent. 
I do not remember any in my parlia- 
mentary time. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I can 
give the right hon. Gentleman half a 
dozen if he cares to read them. 


Old Age Pensions. 

Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether His 
Majesty’s Government will introduce or 
give facilities for the passing into law 
of a measure for providing Old Age 
Pensions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member can hardly expect me to add to 
the list of the measures already announced 
to be dealt with this session. 





+See page 372. 
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Yesterday’s Division on the Marriage 
with a Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill. 


Mr. DILLON: Mr. Speaker, I desire 


Questions. 


to ask the leave of the House to move 
the adjournment of the House in order 


to call attention to a definite matter of 
urgent public importance—namely, the 


action of certain Members of this House 
yesterday afternoon in obstructing the 


will of the House by refusing to leave 


the * No” lobby, and the refusal of one 
of the tellersin the “ No” lobby to come 
to the Table of the House 
figures. 


with the 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think that 


that is a definite matter of urgent public 
importance ; it is a mixed question, if I 


may say so, of order and fair play: but 


it is not a question of urgency on which 
the adjournment can be moved. 


Mr. RUTHERFORD (Lancashire, Dar- 
wen): |I beg to ask the First Lord of 


| the Treasury a question of which I have 


given him private notice, namely, 
whether, having regard to what took 
place on the division on the Deceased’s 
Wife’s Sister Bill yesterday afternoon, 
the Government will grant facilities for 
the next stage of the Bill by adjourning 
the proceedings of the House at a some- 
what earlier hour than usual for that 
purpose. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon 
Gentleman refers to what took place at 
the end of the business yesterday. | 
was not present in the Chamber, nor did 
I take part in any of the divisions at the 
conclusion of business; but 1 gather 
from what I heard at the time and what 
I have heard in the newspapers, that the 
Speaker adverted with regret to what 
took place, and that regret, if I may say 
so, I share. But the hon. Gentleman is 
going much further when he asks me to 
find facilities for discussing the Motion 
that the Bill should be referred to a 
Grand Committee. I have two observa 
tions to make on that. Even if I agreed 
as to the propriety of that Motion, I 
think it would be a most serious example 
that the Government should be expected 
to find time for discussion, after a Bill 
has been passed by a large majority, of 
such a Motion. I do not think that 
such a demand has ever been made on 
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the Government, and I do not think it! Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
ought to be made. We have endeavoured | Accrington) : Is the right hon. Gentle- 
in one of the proposed new rules to meet | man aware that 249 votes were counted 
such a case, and, if the House accepts in the ‘“‘ Aye” lobby, while it took five 
that, no grievance will arise. Apart from | or six minutes longer to count 124 ? 
the broad and general principle I have | 
endeavoured to lay down, I must say! Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
that, speaking for myself, I do not think} ham): Is it not the case that what 
that this Bill is one which ought to go| happened was owing, not to undue 
to a Grand Committee ; and, even if an/ delay on the part of the minority, but 
opportunity had arisen yesterday of} to undue haste on the part of the 


Questions. {6 Frepruary 1902} Questions. 








discussing the question, I should have | 
felt bound to speak and vote against its 
going to a Grand Committee. Grand 
Committees were intended for Bills of 
great detail and of no great controversial 
character. This is a Bill of no detail, and 
it does excite very vehement feeling on 
both sides in the House and in the 
country, feelings which I may say I do 
not happen to share. The fact that I 
do adopt a more or less impartial attitude | 
as to the merits of the Bill will, perhaps, | 
give a somewhat greater weight to the 
opinion I now express—namely, that. 
this is not in my judgment the kind of 
Bill which ought to go to a Grand 
Committee, and that at all events, before 
going to a Grand Committee it ought | 
to undergo a thorough and complete 
discussion at the hands of the House. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Ido not know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman, who unfortunately was not | 
a witness of what occurred, fully. 
realises what did happen. Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the House 
was ready to proceed with the next. 
stage of the Bill, that the large 
majority in favour of the Bill showed 
what the feeling of the House was, 
and that it was prevented from having 
the opportunity desired by the de- 
liberate action—[‘‘ No, no’’|—yes, of. 
certain Members who not only in that 
nig ge division delayed in the lobby, 
ut also in previous divisions did the 
same thing with the direct purpose of 
frustrating the intention and wish of 
the majority of the House ? 


Esrt PERCY (Kensington, 8.): May | 
Task the right hon. Gentleman whether , 
he is aware that the actual time occupied 
in the divisions of which complaint is | 
made, was scarcely, if at all, in excess of 
the average time occupied in divisions 
last year ? 


| 
| 





| their numbers in this case. 


majority ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! I have 
pointed out that this is not a question 
which can be debated on a Motion for the 


adjournment of the House, nor can it be 


debated without any Motion at all. 


Mr, SWIFT MACNEILL asked how a 
a specific act of misconduct on the part 
of a teller could be brought before the 
House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am happy to think 
that there has been no occasion to raise 
such a question. The tellers usually 
come in at once and report the numbers. 


_I have no reason to suppose that the 


tellers failed to come in promptly with 
The only 
complaint was that the Members had 
not passed through the lobby. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL again roses 
*Mr. SPEAKER : I have answered the 


_hon. Member to the best of my ability. 


Stir BRAMPTON GURDON (Nor- 
folk, N.): Are there any means under the 
rules of the House by which I can bring 
before the House the circumstances that 
I saw myself, as one of the only two 
tellers who can give an account of what 
took place? It appeared to me to be a 


| gross abuse. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : There is no question 
of order. A question oforder can only be 
taken notice of at the moment. The 
question can be dealt with by Motion, but 
notice of Motion must be given. I must 
not be taken as recommending that 
course. 


New Procedure Rules. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: I wish to ask 
the Leader of the House a question with 
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regard to the Rules of Procedure. He, prevented from resuming his duties. 
said that as they were passed in groups | In these circumstances, it may be desir- 
they would come into operation. But it | able to take that Rule first. I will con- 
seems to me that as soon as any Rule, or | sider that by to-morrow. 

alteration of the Rule, is passed, it comes | 

into operation, and I wish to know,| Sm JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
therefore, how the right hon. Gentle-| Northwich): And perhaps the right 


man proposes to carry out his plan. ‘hon. Gentleman will remember that 
| similar ideas apply to the repeal of old 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The new Rules | Standing Orders, which ought to be 


may be divided into two classes. First, | taken immediately after the Standing 
there are Rules which stand by them-| Orders are settled. 
selves, which, directly they are passed, a ee 
become Sessional Orders, and which, if | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 
the House choose to pass a further Re- pita 
solution, “That these be Standing Orders ae 
of the House,” become Standing Orders. | NEW BILL, 
These Rules, inasmuch as they stand by | i 
themselves without any necessary ELECTRIC LIGHTING (LONDON). 
organic connection with other Rules,| Bill to provide for the adjustment, in 
may, I think, come into operation as | accordance with changes of boundary 
soon as the House has dealt with them. | effected under The London Government 
But there are certain other Rules which | Act, 1899, of the areas within which 
cannot be brought into operation until local authorities and companies are 
certain other Rules with which they are authorised to supply electricity, ordered 
organically connected have been con- | to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour 
sidered, and I shall have to move a and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
special Resolution to meet that case. [| 
will put a Resolution on the Paper before, ELECTRIC LIGHTING (LONDON) BILL. 
the first Rule in a group is concluded. | «To provide for the adjustment, in 
es ne __. | accordance with changes of boundary 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right | effected under The London Government 
hon. Gentleman says the Rules, when | Act, 1899, of the areas within which 
passed, will be “Sessional Orders.’ Is Jocal authorities and companies are 
he correct? The first of his proposals aythorised to supply electricity,” pre- 
is an Amendment to a Standing Order. — sented accordingly, and read the first 
r time; to be read a second time upon 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, that Monday next, and to be printed. 





is a Standing Order. [Bill 85.] 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: May I ogee 
ask whether the Rules are to be taken | NEW PROCEDURE RULES. 
in their order upon tihe Paper; and) = (Gengran Discusston—First Day]. 


pean the right : hon. Gentleman | Motion made, and Question proposed* 
as considered the desirability of Svs | «That the proposals of the Government 
precedence to the one dealing with the! 9) the Order Paper relating to the 


Deputy-Speakership. Procedure of the House be now con- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Circumstances | een ee ss Sor) 

of which the House is aware may render | 

it desirable to take the Rule my right! (4.35.) Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
hon. friend refers to out of the order in| MAN (Stirling Burghs): Mr. Speaker, 
which it is placed on the Paper. I am he propose, in accordance with the 
sorry to say that the news I have | notice which stands in my name, 
received to-day of the Chairman of | before I sit down to move that these 
Committees, though not such as to | alterations of the Rules be referred to a 
cause anxiety to his friends, indicates | Select Committee. Now, I think in 
that probably he will be for some — making this Motion I shall be acting 
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according to the ordinary precedents in 
such cases. I do not say there have not 
been exceptions when there have been some 
particular reasons to justify the exception, 
some reason of urgency or something 
else which was thought to take them out 
of the ordinary category of ‘“‘ Proceed- 
ings,” but I think I can justify this Motion 
by a brief reference to some of the most 
recent instances. In 1878 Sir Stafford 
Northcote had a Committee on Procedure ; 
in 1879 a Resolution was passed founded on 
his recommendations. Other Resolutions 
were proposed but dropped. In 1886 
Mr. Gladstone moved for a large Select 
Committee. In the same year, after a 
change of Government, Lord Randolph 
Churchill announced that the Govern- 
ment intended to deal with Procedure on 
the lines suggested by the Committee, 
and in 1887 and 1888 Mr. Smith intro- 
duced new Rules, the onein 1887 making 
the Closure conditions more stringent, 
and that of 1888 dealing with the hours 
of sitting, and many other matters, part 
of which he got. Then, again, in 1890, 
when Mr. Smith was still the Leader of 
the House, there was a Committee 
appointed to report on the proposal for 
carrying uncompleted Bills over to the 
next session. Mr. Gladstone urged that 
that was the proper course to take, and 


he said a grave change in the constitution | 


of the House ought not to be made until 
the subject had been investigated by a 
Select Committee. 
Committee was appointed. 

I think I have said enough to justify 
my Motion on the ground of ordinary 
precedent. Now let us look at the present 
proposals. Do they justify careful and 
deliberate examination by the House ? 
Why, Sir, there have not, within your 
recollection, been proposals laid before 
this House so grave, so extensive, so 
far-reaching, so heterogenous, interfering 
as they do, with the almost immemorial 
alrangements, in some particulars, of 
this House in the matter of time; and 
also treading very seriously on the 
immemorial rights of the House. 

Now, Sir, when we speak of the rights 
ot the House, and the rights of private 
Members, I think that sometimes 
we have a little confusion in our 
minds; there is the right of pri- 
vate Members who have introduced 
Bills of their own, or who wish to bring 
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Accordingly that | 
| the rights of private Members. 
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before the House Motions of their own. 
I admit, for my part, that that is not 
now so important a function of the 
private Member as it was some twenty 
or thirty or forty years ago. With 
regard to the Motions, the develop- 
ment of the Press and the activity of the 
Press in all directions, the multiplication 
of magazines and other publications of 
that kind, have taken away the necessity 
that then existed for an ample oppor- 
tunity to private Members to introduce 
Motions for ;merely educative purposes, 
in order to instruct and inform the 
opinion of the House and of the public. 
I fully fadmit that something has 
occurred in that direction. I admit also 
that such is the pressure of business in 
the House that the private Members 
have less and less chances of effective 
legislation; and the power to legislate 
falls more and more into the hands of 
the Government of the day. I admit all 
this, but there is something quite apart 
from this right of the private Member to 
move and to introduce a Bill on his 
own account; there is the general right 
of the House to interrogate Ministers 
and discuss questions, and to inform the 
opinion of the country by so doing. It 
is a diffused right in which we all take a 
share, and in the duty of exercising 
which we must all take our part. And 
it is this, I think, which is the most 
important thing to bear in mind when 
we speak of the rights of the House and 


After all, Sir, there is an old phrase, 
which may sound a mere rhetorical form 
of words, that this House is “ the grand 
inquest of the nation”; but that really 
does express the foundation truth of 
the duty of the House of Commons. 
This is not a mere factory of statutes ; 
not a mere counting-house, in which de- 
mands on the public purse are being 
checked, approved, and provided for ; it is 
something much more, and much more 
important. For my part I would go so 
far as to say, that efficiency in the con- 
duct of business is merely secondary to 
the maintenance of those rights of which 
I speak; and it would be better that 
the House should be less efficient in 
its transactions of business, and retain 
the full faculty of exercising the 
functions to which I refer, rather than 
that it should be diminished, and the 
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House should become the most perfect | us to take in view of the ordinary and 
legislative machine in the world. There- | normal state of things. 

fore, the conclusion we are brought to Then, again, I would say that we 
by these considerations is surely this— | should go very far wrong if we passed 
that this matter is not the affair of | rules which were aimed at any particular 
the Government, it is not the affair of | section of the House which was supposed 
the majority, it is not the affair of any | to be somewhat out of harmony with the 
section large or small of the House. It | majority of the House. I may imagine 
is the affair of the House itself. And | case in which a certain section of 
that, I think, points as directly as| Members rather wished to be considered 
anything can point to the reference | to be out of harmony with the majority 





of such a matter as this, so com- 
plicated, so grave, so far-reaching 
in its consequences, to a Select Com- 
mittee, where the House of Commons 
could be fortified by the opinion and 
the judgment of its most important 
Members. 

Well, I need hardly say, having just 
expressed what my view of the subject- 
matter with which we have to deal is, 
that there is no room here for Party 
spirit. We do not look on this question 
in the least degree from that point of 
view, at least that I can honestly say for 
myself. We are indebted to the Govern- 
ment for having embodied in these 
proposed alterations their view, their 
experience, from their own standpoint, 
of what is required; but let it not be 
forgotten that they put those proposals 
forward not as their own plan designed 
for their own purposes. They put them 
forward avowedly as the mouthpiece of 
the House. It appears to me, in looking 
at this large and important question, 
there are one or two considerations that 
we ought to keep steadily in view. First 
of all, we ought to make sure that the 
state of things which we desire to meet 
by alterations in our Rules is a perma- 
nent and not an accidental and transitory 
state of things. The Rules should not be 
designed to meetcircumstanceswhich may 
not continue forany length of time. They 
must not be based, for instance, on a con- 
sideration of the present distribution of 
Members of the House. That may last, 
it may become more—if I may use the 
word—lop-sided than at present, it may 
become less so. None of us have the gift of 
prophecy; we cannot say. All we can 
say is that the House: as at present con- 
stituted, as between Parties, is not in a 
normal condition, and therefore, any- 
thing we may do with a view to meet 
the particular exigencies of the present 
situation may not be a proper course for 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


| of the House. But we should not found 
our rules on that supposition, for surely 
| we may hope that that also is a transitory 
| state of things. 

| The next view I would urge is one 
which, on the first night of the session, 
I ventured to express in a very few 
| words—-that we ought not to be governed 
too much by the consideration of the 
mere personal convenience and comfort 
of Members. When I modestly put 
that forward on the first night of the 
session, the right hon. Gentleman 
rather rebuked me, and made certain 
| observations, in which there was a great 
substratum of truth and force—that you 
in these things must consider the con- 
venience of Members, and that you are 
not doing anything unpatriotic or con- 
trary to the public interest by so doing. 
I quite agree so far, but do not let us, 
here again, alter our Rules to suit the 
social or personal ideas and requirements 
of what may be, after all, only a section, 
and not the whole of the House. That 
ought not to be a prominent considera- 
tion with us. 


Then the third point I would venture to 
_ bring before the House is this—which also 
_I mentioned on a previous occasion—that 
/we must take care that we do not, wit- 
tingly or unwittingly, exalt the power of 
| the Executive and diminish the control 
of the House at large. Facilitate the 
| progress of business as much as you like; 
| make it as reasonable and as easy as you 
| like ; but do not do anything which will 
have the effect of placing the House of 
Commons more and more at the mercy 
of the Government of the day. 


With regard to these three considera- 
tions, I would point out that each In- 
dicates the same conclusion that I have 
already drawn from the precedents,— 
that the proper course for us to pursue 
in this question is to have a Select 
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Committee by which the matter may 
be thoroughly inquired into. 


I will now pass tothe Rules themselves, 
which, when we look into their details, 
illustrate a good deal of what I have 
been saying. No doubt every one in the 
House is in the same position with regard 
to the Rules: every Member will find 
some of them good, some bad, and some 
doubtful. But we shall do well, when 
we find any rule or proposal which seems 
to militate against principles, some of 
which I have already referred to, to dis- 
approve of it; if it conforms to those 
principles, to approve of it; we should 
hold that opinion firmly and act upon 
it. But with regard to many of these pro- 
posals, such as those relating to the hour 
of meeting, the hour of closing the sitting, 
and so forth, I think Members would 
be wise if, while they may form strong 
and decided opinions, they do not hold 
those opinions too fast and firmly ; 
they should leave themselves open to 
conviction when they hear how the same 
difficulty {presents itself to other people. 
In all these matters there is hardly a 
thing could be done that is not balanced 
between good and evil. There are ad- 
vantages and there are disadvantages, 
and you have to form the best judg- 
ment you can in the matter. 

The Rules group themselves into three 
classes. There are those which refer to 
orderly conduct, those which refer to the 
simplification of our procedure, and those 
which meddle with the apportionment of 
Parliamentary time. With the leave of 
the House I should like to say a few 
words on each of those groups. 

The first is with regard to orderly con- 
duct. Upon that I have not very much 
to say. The Government propose greatly 
to strengthen the punishment for dis- 
order, by increasing the term of suspen- 
sion of a Member when the House has de- 
cided that his conduct is disorderly. I 
am disposed to admit cordially that the 
term of suspension under which we have 
been working is too small. To go through 
all the pompous procedure of solemnly 
naming a Member, then having a Motion 
made from the Treasury Bench, then 
proceeding to a division, then intimating 
to the Member his forlorn condition of 
being suspended from the service of the 
House, when, after all, before more than 

a day or two are over, he can come back 
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none the worse, is, I think, rather farci- 
cal. Personally, I quite agree that the 
term ought to be longer, but I think 
that the Government have gone too far 
in the other direction. I cannot but 
think that to deprivea constituency of the 
services of its Member—for that is what 
it comes to—for so long a time as the 
Government propose, is excessive, in con- 
sideration of the sort of offence com- 
mitted. 


But then the Government propose 
another thing, to which I see very serious 
objection. They propose that there should 
also bean apology. Now, Sir, punishment 
if you like, apology if you like, but surely 
not punishment and apology. [Why 
not’”’?] Why not? Iam not aware of 
any instance in which both punishment 
is inflicted and apology demanded. Sup- 
pose a man commits an offence, not 
against the law of Parliament, but against 
the law of the land, he is convicted and 
sent to punishment. But when he has 
endured his term cf punishment, he has 
purged his offence, and he is not called 
onto make an apology either to the judge 
who sentenced him, to the people against 
whose laws he offended, or to the man 
whose watch he stole. I do not see that 
the two things go together. Above all, 
there is this further consideration, which 
I would submit with confidence for the 
judgment of the House—that a formal 
acknowledgment of sorrow of this sort 
has not much value in itself. I thought 
we were coming to believe that all these 
formal declarations are little better than 
forms, and that if such a thing becomes 
a mere form it becomes a mere farce. 
While there will be involved a certain 





amount of humiliation, there will be no 
real deterrent effect, and no other effect 
that we would wish to create. [amsure 
no one in the House desires to put on a 
Member who, perhaps through warmth 
or some other reason, has off ended against 
its rules, any unnecessary humiliation. 
Without expression of my own opinion on 
the subject, I leave the question of the 
orderly conduct of business. 


Then [ come to the simplification and 
improvement of procedure—apart from 
any question of the arrangement of 
businessin point of time. Here, Iam glad 
to say. there area number of proposals in 
the suggestions of the Government, which, 
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I think, are excellent. At all events, until 
we hear objections raised to them, we 
may be content to say that, prima facie, 
they commend themselves to us. I would 
name especially the abolition of formalities 
on the introduction of Bills, having only 


one division when the Amendment has ! 


been a time Amendment, and the inclu- 
sion of the Motion for a particular kind 
of Committee in the discussion on the 
Second Reading of a Bill. If we had had 
that rule in operation yesterday, both we 
who wished the Bill then before us passed, 
and those who were against the Bill and 
who by this time must be rather ashamed 
of the tactics they adopted, would certainly 
have been more happy than we are. I 
would also include the proposal to have a 
Committee on Privilege—that seems a 
way of saving the House from an awkward 
dilemma which almost always occurs when 


privilege is raised—and a Committee | 


on Consolidation Bills. I do not see any | 
objection to thosé proposals at present. 
Then there isanother provision which Iam | 
sure we shall all approve of, the necessity | 
of which has been affirmed since it was 
first proposed, viz., for the appointment | 
of an additional Member authorised to | 
exercise the powers of Deputy-Speaker. 
I am not sure that, with the severities 
of the English winter and the almost 
greater severities of the English summer, 
there may not be Members who think it 
would.be as well to have two additional 
Members for that purpose. 

So much for what I call the 
simplification rule. I pass now to those 
alterations whieh affect the alloca- 
tion of time, or which are mixed | 
up with the question of time. I think 
here the House will be much more 
interested. They really include the most | 
important proposals that are before us. 


One great change stands out prominently | 


by itself, and, therefore, I will deal with 


it as standing alone—I mean the inter- | 


change of Wednesday and Friday. I 
must say that I have heard of no adequate 
reason whatever for this change, and I 
know a good many sound reasons against 
it. The only reason that is given is that 
in the House of Commons there are a 
number of business men who live in the 
country, and who desire to go home in 
the middle of the week in order to attend 
to their business. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
You mean the week end.| No, no, in 
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the middle of the week, because I am 
told in the ‘lobby that they hope to be 
able to get home possibly on Thursday 
morning, and I have no doubt that that 
would be an enormous convenience and 
comfort to a number of our Members. 
But after all they are not a very numerous 
class, and I think I shall be justified in 
laying down this as a principle, that when 
|a@ man undertakes to become a candidate 
for Parliament, and he is elected, the 
presumption is that he will be resident or 
at least available in London so long as 
Parliament sits. That is the presump- 
tion, and if there are some exceptions, in 
heaven’s name let us make it as easy for 
them as we can consistently with the 
| proper conduct of business, but do not 
let us frame our rules for the convenience 
| of the few who do not act on this pre- 
‘sumption. 
Now I come to a more tender and 
' delicate part of the subject, because I have 
| a strong suspicion that this argument of 
the business man is not altogether either 
single or sincere. There has grown up 
| of late years a practice in what I believe 
calls itself smart society, of having what 
is called “a week-end.” It is an expres- 
sion which is novel, and I believe that 
this week-end in the country has become 
almost indispensable, not so much to 
‘smart society as to that much larger 
number of the community who wish to 
be thought to belong to smart society. | 
am not sure that you will not find 
that, in some cases, on Saturday morn- 
ing the blinds are drawn down 
and the cab goes away with empty boxes, 
in order to maintain the full reputation 
‘of the owner of the house. However 
that may be, at all events, it is a practice 
which is followed and it is the fashion at 
present. But how long will it last? A 
very wise man, Sir John Falstaff, said of 
| this country— 

“It was always yet the trick of our English 
Nation, if they cave a good thing to make it 
too common. 

And I am afraid that although this 
practice of getting fresh air at the end of 
the week is a good thing, my experience 
is that the very people who follow smart 
society, when they find that everybody 
else is going out of town, will flock back 
again, because it will be made too common. 
But it is the fashion, and we are to alter 
our rules to obey this fashion, and I 
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believe also to further a similar fashion | individually and personally, but I think 
which may fall into desuetude, by which | we can still more clearly see another 
my venerable countryman—a certain | thing and that is, the reason why the 


name which I will not mention—has come | Government wish to have this dinner 


into large popular use in the South of |hour. Let us call a spade a spade, and 
England. [Cries of “Oh, oh!”] I hear! not beat about the bush. What is the 
cries of ‘Oh, oh!”’ but depend upon it that reason of this dinner hour ? It is. because 
is a considerable element in this particular the present Government find a difficulty 
proposal. |in maintaining a majority during the 

Now what is there against it? Why,|dinner hour. There is hardly any 
sir, there is this against it—that you | concealment about it. I see their difficulty 
are to have under this new system} very well, and I am sorry for them. 
four days exactly alike—Monday, Tues-| They have so large a majority that they 
day, Wednesday and Thursday—with a | cannot find sufficient Members for pairs 
tiresome iteration of the same hours, the | on this side of the House to enable their 
same lateness at night, and the same con-| supporters to go away paired, and 
ditions of life. which will be a great addi- | therefore their supporters slip away 
tional burden, not only to hard working | surreptitiously and the Government 
Members of the House but also to hard-| find themselves left in the lurch. This 
working officials of the House, whereas at | session I have looked into this matter. 
present the change of arrangement on|In the debate on the Address upon 
Wednesday comes as a relief to all of | the Housing Amendment the majority 
them. I do not know why this change | of the Government fell to 30 on Friday 
should be made. As I have said already | between 8 and 8.30. Last Friday night 
upon, a question like this of one day/in the critical division on the Re- 
against another day, it isa matter to be, mount question, about the Austria- 
settled by every Member according to his | Hungarian purchases, the Government 
own conception of what will be best.| majority fell to 31 just before nine 
But I shall have something indirectly to | o’clock. Going back to last year, on April 
say about this Friday arrangement in | 26th on a Friday between 7 and 7.30 the 
connection with another point. | Attorney-General narrowly escaped with 

Now I come to the interruption of the | his salary by a majority of only 33; 
sitting by an interval for dinner and the jand so demoralising was the effect 
early meeting at two. Let us take the! of either the substance of the debate 
early meeting to begin with. Everyone or the division upon the supporters of 
sees the advantages of it if we were to| the Government, and so systematic was 
sit in the day instead of at night. their departure from the House, that on 
But we areto sit at night as well asthe same night between 10 and 11 
in the day. According to this arrange- | o’clock the Government majority fell to 
ment, we are to meet at 2 o'clock, and/| five. On May 10th, about a fortnight 
Government business is to begin at | later, ona Friday, before 8.30 the majority 
2.30, and there are to be none of the! fell to 12; on the 17th of May, only 
usual hors dceuvre as at present. How!a week later—still during the dinner 
will that affect the busy lawyer, and the | hour—it fell to 25. On May 23rd, 
busy merchant, the literary man, andj not a Friday, there was a division in 
any man whose vocation requires to} which I do not think I ever gave so 
be followed in the morning? He is to be| perfectly virtuous a vote in my life. 
pulled up at 20’clock, and brought down | Some virtuous people on this occasion 
to the House by 2.30. I think it would be | voted against the Government on the 
very burdensome to business men, and it | matter of holidays. In this division the 
would, I think, have the effect of pre-} majority fell to 30, and on Friday, June 
venting very many useful men coming} Ist, between 7.30 and 8 it fell to 34. 
into this House. There is the difficulty of the Govern- 

Leaving the question of the early sitting, | ment. That is why the private Members’ 
let us look at this dinner hour. Again | Bills, which nobody cares about, are to be 
everybody can appreciate the comfort of | put down instead of the important 
a stated dinner hour. We all know what } question of Supply on Fridays. Can this 
a great convenience it would be to us, | be avoided as the reason for this impor- 
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tant change, though I hardly think the | Bills, no one has felt more strongly than 
Government, will wholly confess it ? | I have, and no one has expressed himself 
Now I wish to look at this dinner hour | more strongly, as to the gross, almost 
from another point of view. The object | scandalous, and at any rate the incon- 
of the Government is—I know it is, and | venience of, the present facility of those 
it ought to be—to discourage and pre-|in charge of private Bills putting them 
vent obstruction. Will this bisection of down perhaps on a night when the 
the sitting prevent obstruction ? No, Sir, | House is keen to approach some impor- 
it is the very way to encourage and | tant business, and occupying an hour or 
facilitate obstruction—this patchwork | two of our time. That must be puta 
arrangement directly facilitates it, and I | stop to somehow. What is this proposal ? 
will prove it, not by an argument, but | Does not this picture what will happen 
by a fact. In the earlier part of the!on a Monday? On that day there will 
session the Government sometimes have | be a big private Bill for a Corporation to 
a morning sitting, and in the evening /stretch out its tramways to some un- 
some poor man who has the first Motion | known district, or a County Council Bill 
on the Paper and is thinking how lucky | for a water supply to London, or a big 
he is comes down and is counted out; / Railway Bill involving some important 
but towards the end of the session, | principle. It comes on, but it is not 
when the dinner hour would be panted | taken first. Unopposed Bills must be 
for by everybody in the House, when | taken first. It may not get hold of the 
the Government take the whole of the | twenty-five minutes. But supposing it 
House for their own business, has any | gets hold of the twenty-five minutes, it 
Government ever been insane enough/| will hardly suffice for a speech of 
to have a morning sitting? Never.|ten minutes. What happens to it? 
They take the whole sitting. Is there| The right hon. Gentleman said in intro- 
not more force in that fact than in | ducing the proposals that a private Bill, 
any theoretical argument that can be/| if not competed by 2.25, would go over 
given ? | to the evening sitting, but the rule as it 
I confess that there are many points | appears on the Paper says that it shall 
of greater detail in this disposal of | be put off to such time as thegChairman 
the Parliamentary day, which I dislike | shall appoint. If it is put off to the 
very much. I do not like this sort of | evening sitting, what becomes of the 
time table arrangement: 2 to 2.25,| security of private Members? If it is 
Private business ; 2.25 to 2.30, Questions | put off by the Chairman to another day, 
as to the business of the House; 2.20 to| we will see the Member who makes the 
7.15, Government business; 7.15 to 8, | speech opposing the Bill occupying the 
Questions ; 9 to 10, some sort of arrange: | whole of the time available. Then it 
ment about counting out; 10 to 12,;| has to go on to another day, and it will 
some other sort of arrangement. Well,| take day after day for a month. I 
it is treating the House of Commons as | cannot conceive anything more incon- 
as if it was a ward ina hospital—1.15,| venient or more certain to lead to 
the draught ; 1.30, beef tea—or like aj confusion, not only with that business 
boys’ school—dinner at such an hour, a| itself, but with other people’s business, 
quarter of an hour’s recreation, and then | because it will be taking up the time of 
a quarter of an hour’sstudy. Ido not|the evening. There are other ways in 
think that is very suitable to the House | which this evil might be alleviated, but 
of Commons, and I do not think it will | whatever other way might be possible, I 
do anything but get us into confusion, | cannot seethat the proposal of the Govern- 
because you cannot sub-divide time in | ment affords a very promising solution. 
this way. The arrangements will run Now I come to Questions. It isa very 
over into each other. We see this better easy thing to run down Questions and to 
when we look to the three important | laugh at them, but we ought to treat 
subjects that are affected by this time | Questions—remembering that they form 
arrangement. First of all, there are the part of the proper functions of this 
Railway and other Private Bills. Then | House—not as a nuisance to be got rid 
there are the Questions and then Motions | of, butas a useful right to be regulated. 
foradjournment. Now as to the private | What is the evil of Questions ? 1 cannot 
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help thinking that we have rather exag-| year it was probably more due to that 
gerated the idea of the enormity of the cause than to any other. 

system of Questions. If there hasbeen) Now what is it proposed to do 
an increase of late years, it is largely | with Questions? We are to have five 
because all the other escape valves have | minutes when the House meets, from 
been stopped. I have analysed the 995 to 2.30 we are to be allowed to. 
Questions, taking three weeks haphazard | put Questions to the First Lord of the 


last year—one before Easter, another in | Treasury on the business of the House. 


as ; : ; 
May, and another in June. In these | That is rather a small allowance even for 


three weeks there were 975 Questions. | ,) 14 isin Meebithieme ie ti f 
The first thing that strikes me is that 153 ——— ue are <iusstione © 


of them referred to South Africa. Why | “s a fae them 

not? Are not these not only legitimate | ge ‘ 

but necessary Questions ? If os have | Put Questions on large matters = 0 
ed e wa 


a great war on hand, and if the | interest affeeting the Empire. 
a é . . |to have that opportunity, and we must 
ordinary sources of information are ee 
have that opportunity if we are to exer- 
cise our function—the power of inter- 


closed against us, to a large extent Ques- 
rogating Ministers, not at midnight, but 


tions in this House is the only way—I do | 
say that it is < ‘cessful way—of | ; 
not say that it is a very successtul way—o | before we enter on the business of the 
iday. That isa great power which I 


trying at all events to get some informa- 
tion. Ido not think that 153 Questions ‘think the House of Commons will not 
part with. I have had some experience 


for three weeks about South Africa is too | 
| —and I am sure it is that of other hon. 


large a number. Then we have the| 
War Office, 67. Then again we see the | Members also—of bringing foreigners 


effect of the war in the large interest | - é 
taken in all things ets with the | to the gallery, and the one thing they 


rg, Orinry unions rege, tan he oe thing wich 
normal—24 to the Admiralty, 33 to the y 


Home Office, 8 to the Colonial Office and liberties—and I am not sure that = 
| not—is this power of free interrogation, 
21 to the Local Government Board. I | , Mie . 
| coram publico, of Ministers before Bills or 
cannot see any great excess there. There | : 
, What are we to have ? 


; | Motions come on. 
were only 57 Questions about Scotland. | 5. : : 

Iam afraid my hon. friend the Member | “tbe sesesene ert ae Bin, — 
for Ross-shire must have been absent at | they ? egies pe core a te oe 
those times. Then there are 317 Irish | f the @ ” apa 
Questions; but let us think a_ little | of the Government time there will prob- 


about that. Why are there 317 Irish | ably be, or there may be, three divisions 


: : |to be taken to complete the process in 
Questions ? Is it because you do not |“). 
govern Ireland in the way in which you | which we are engaged, and a good deal 





govern England and Scotland, because | time would be taken up with them. 
the whole system of administration there 
is so saturated, or is suspected of being so 
saturated (which is just as bad from 
this point of view) with politics, down to 
the appointment of some assistant post- 
mistress in a little village, that these 
Questions are naturally put. I do not 
defend it, and I daresay that many of 
them may be useless and trivial Questions 
but let us deal in some other way with 
such Questions. At any rate, we need 
not be at all surprised to find that there 
is such a large number of Questions from 
Ireland so long as the condition of things 
exists which we know does in that 
country. The war and the great activity 
of interest in the army is temporary, so 
that if there was any special pressure last 





But at any rate, it is too late for the 
afternoon newspapers to inform the 
country of a great event in progress and 
of the rumours afloat which it is desirable 
to settle. We are to wait until 7.15, 
and then, according to the time-table, 
we are to have Questions, and in the 
meantime the evening papers are to 
be scouted. I have no interest in or 
connection with any of them. I speak 
in the interest of the public. Meanwhile 
it does not add to the pleasure of the 
situation that information may have 
been given joyfully and heartily in the 
House of Lords which we are not let 
into until 7.15. I don’t know whether 
the House is prepared to submit to that. 
Then, those Questions that do not get 
on before 8.0 stand over to 12.0. Three 
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instalments’ of Questions. [An How. | hope that they will continue to show the 
Member: Four.] The proposal, it | same open-minded spirit and tone which 
seems to me, will certainly not bear | is necessary in this case, I think I have 
investigation, and will hardly bear state-| said enough—I repeat—to satisfy the 
ment. I have stated it very fairly, and I | House that the proper, the safe, the con- 
think the House will see how almost! stitutional way—the way according to 
ludicrous the effect will be. I think it a | precedent, as well as according to reason, 
matter of extreme importance to retain|is to refer these proposals to a Select 
the power of interrogating Ministers. Committee. I beg to move. 

There is one other point—which is 
only carrying the same process and the} Amendment proposed, to leave out 
same idea a little further—and that | ices te eed 
is the power of netstat tad the adjourn- | “ That” to the end of the Question, in order 
ment. If an answer is unsatisfactory, | to add the words “before the House enters 
the power of the House of Commons rests | upon the discussion in detail of so large and 
in the fact of being able to demand from | complicated a change in its rules and practice 
the Ministry an explanation and a ful] | it is desirable that the proposals of the 


4 , | Government should be referred to the con- 
statement of their policy. But to put that | sideration of a Select Committee.”—Sir H. 
off to the evening is no use. 
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It is wanted | Campbell-Bannerman. 
immediately, perhaps to satisfy public | 
anxiety. It loses its effect, its whole | Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
character, if put off to the evening, not | proposed to be left out stand part of the 
to mention the fact that again the poor | Question.” 
private Member is allowed to go where | 
he pleases, while the Government un-| (5.38.) THe SECRETARY or STATE 
handsomely give to the public that which | For THE COLONIES (Mr. J. Cuam- 
does not belong to them. I am not! BERLAIN, Birmingham, W.): I rise at 
aware that this power of adjournment once, at this early period, because we 
has been abused of late years. I cannot all feel that we owe it as a matter of 
think so. The discussions are seldom | respect to the right hon. Gentleman to 
long. The Motion for adjournment may take notice of the criticisms he has made 
sometimes be moved on matters which upon our proposals. It will clearly be for 
some Members do not think important ;| the convenience of the debate that my 
but the discussion in that case isnot long. right hon. friend, to whose ingenuity 
But it is our only means of obtaining an and painstaking industry the House 
explanation, because if we do not get it} owes the presentation of this code 
in that way, we have to stand over until; of new rules, should reserve him- 
the Vote for the Department in Com- self to answer until he has heard all that 
mittee of Supply comes on. 'may be said against it. The right hon. 
These two points—the power of! Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
putting Questions and the power of | is justly entitled to claim that in his 
moving the adjournment of the House|remarks he has not displayed the 
are, in my opinion, the touch-stone of | slightest acrimony. We recognise that 
the whole thing. They touch in the’ he has discussed the matter without the 


closest manner the essential privileges 
and the patriotic duties of Parliament, 
and they are not to be swept away into a 


slightest Party feeling, and he may 
| rest assured that the Government intend 
_to treat it in precisely the same spirit. 





corner in which the form of the duty| The right hon. Gentleman said very 
may be discharged, but the utility of it | little indeed about his Amendment. 
entirely nullified. These seem to me the In fact, I cannot help thinking that a 
two salient points which deserve to be great number of his criticisms are really 
brought forward. There may be others, inconsistent with the main thesis of 
but I have said enough toshow that [have his Amendment, and would go to show 
not wished to speak with any acrimony that these rules would be much better 
or disparagement of the proposals of the | discussed in the whole House than by 
Government, which do them credit, and | any Committee whatsoever. He seemed 
above all the speech of the right hon. to rest his case chiefly upon precedents, 
Gentleman who introduced them. I but, most curiously, he seemed to me to 


Sir H. Campell-Bannerman. 
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have omitted the greatest precedent of | 


all—that of 1882, when Mr. Gladstone 
brought forward his greatest and most 
drastic change—a change more 
affecting the personal status of hon. 
Members, perhaps, than any change that 
has been before or since been introduced 
tothe House. That great change was 
not previously considered by a Select 
Committee. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 
I said there were one or two exceptions ; 
I had them in my mind; but I said 
that these exceptions were justified by 
the extreme urgency of the case. The 
business of the House was _ brought 
toa dead-lock, and it was necessary to 
take immediate action and to set to work 
to meet the difficulty. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The right 
hon. Gentleman stated that there were 
some exceptions. What I said was that 
one of these exceptions was the most im- 
portant of all, and as a matter of fact it is 
enough to defeat the whole rule. In 
answer to his argument on the ground 
of urgency, I would venture to say 
that the present is also a matter of 
urgency—a matter of equal urgency if 
this House is to regain anything like the 
efficiency it has lost. I cannot help | 
thinking that the right hon. Gentleman 
omitted to point out what would be the 
real effect of an otherwise plausible 
Amendment. I should say that this is | 
an Amendment for postponing anv altera- 
tion of our rules for twelve months. Is | 
it likely that the Report of a Committee 
would be brought forward in time to 
enable the House to deal with so compli- 
cated a subject so as to be of advantage 
during the present session? This is an 
Amendment for postponing all discussion 
on a matter which is of the very first | 
urgency and importance. Even looking | 
back on the past year, we think, on the 
contrary, that the experience of that 
session shows how absolutely inadequate 
are the present Rules of the House 
of Commons, and how absolutely 
Necessary it is that a _ considerable 
reform should immediately be made. I 
venture to think, from _ indications | 
which are open to everyone, that that is | 
also the opinion of the nation. No| 
subject—no domestic subject—at the! 
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present moment more occupies the 
attention of the people, or is more popular, 
than proposals for the reform of the 
methods of doing the business of the 


' House of Commons. 


Now, Sir, the right hon. Gentleman 
has shown in the latter part of his speech 
that the discussion must necessarily be 
a discussion of detail; but is it true, 
as the right hon. Gentleman said, that 
these new Rules are, to a large extent 
heterogeneous and _ inter-dependent ? 
You might, for instance, pass the Rule 
which deals with order, and refuse to 
pass the Rule for the administration 
of business, and vice versd. And on 
that ground, I say that the proper 
discussion of these rules is an indiv dual 
discussion on each Rule, in turn, as 
brought before the House. If that be 
so, all we have to‘ask ourselves is whether 
any one rule is of such a complicated 
character that the House cannot under- 
stand it unless it has been previously 
referred to a Committee, and has the 
Report of the Committee in its hand. [, 
maintain that that is clearly not the 
case. [ maintain that whether you 
look at them individually, or as a whoe, 
each one is perfectly clear, and perfectly 


capable of raising an issue on which the 


sense of the whole House may be taken, 
and we should absolutely gain nothing 
by referring the Rules to a Select Com- 
mittee, whose opinion might not be the 
opinion of the whole House, and cer- 
tainly would not prevent any other 


'Member of the House from expressing 


his assent to it or dissent from it. 

The right hon. Gentleman went on to 
lay down certain principles on which he 
thought any new proposals should be 
based. I think those principles are 
excellent of their kind. I believe I am 
right in saying that most of them have 
been borrowed from the First Lord of 
the Treasury. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
No, no.]} My right hon. friend the 
First Lord of the Treasury has made 
speeches on this subject outside as well 
as inside the House. I think the right 
hon. Gentleman, although he may not 


|have taken all those speeches bodily, 


will find in them, at all events, all 
the principal doctrines which he laid 
down amply set out. The difference is 
not in regard to the _ principles— 
it is much more in regard to 


U 
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the application of them; and there at the cost of the whole House. I often 
may be some distinction between | hear some learned and right hon. Gentle- 
them. But the principles are that we, men on both sides of the House endeavour 


are to do nothing to make the special 
exigencies of the situation a ground for 
Rules which may be useless or unneces- 
sary when the present abnormal condi- 
tions cease to prevail. The right hon. 


Gentleman was very careful not to 
predict, and did not even seem to 
indicate, when what he called the 


abnormal conditions would be likely to 
become normal. But be that as it may, 
we are quite agreed that if it can be 


to distinguish between the Government 
and the House, between the Executive 
and the House. After all, the Govern- 
ment are the servants of the House, 
They are chosen practically with the 
approval of the House. Of course, when 
we speak of the House, we always mean 
the majority of the House—the majority 
for the time being. The approval of the 
House is the breath of our existence. We 


'can be turned out of oftice tomorrow or 


shown that there is any Rule in our list | 


which is directed only against an 
emergency which is not likely to recur, 
then it ought to be abandoned; but 


those who have taken the trouble to} 


study these Rules, will find that they 
have a permanent application, and that 
no change in the situation between the 
two Parties would in any way lessen the 
strength of the argument in favour of 
the Rules. The second principle is that 
we are not to found these Rules on any 
,conviction that a section of the House is 
out of sympathy with the House. There, 
again, I entirely agree with the principle. 
We have nothing to do with sections in 
the House. If there be disorder in the 
House, let that be dealt with, but let 
it not be treated as a personal question 
as to whether a man belonged to one 
section or another. His disorder ought 
to be sternly repressed, and, with that 
application of it granted, I fully accept 
the principle. Then the right hon. Gentle- 
man lays it down that the new Rules 
ought not to be based on an attempt to 
meet the convenience of a section of the 
House. Any change ought to be 
based on an endeavour to meet the 
convenience of the whole House. If 
it 
cannot secure convenience for some 
without inconvenience for others, then 
the principle should be to secure the 
convenience of the majority, and of course 
the vote of the‘House, after the discussion, 


is impossible to do that, if you! 


will show on which side the convenience | 


of the majority lies. I do not think it at 
all probable that the convenience of any 
small section of the House, or any excep- 
tional demand is at all likely to weigh 
with the House. 


The last principle laid | 
down by the right hon. Gentleman was | 


tonight by a simple change of opinion 
which would cause us to be out of sym- 
pathy with the majority of the House. 
Therefore, when you talk about curtailing 
the powers of the Government, what you 
mean, and it is better to say so at once, 
is curtailing the powers of the majority, 
and increasing the powers of the minority, 
[“ No, no.”] I have placed my reason for 
thinking so before you, and my belief is 
that that is the inevitable result of the 
line of argument. If it be so I can give 
to it no support whatever. I believe that 
the people who elect the majority of the 
House have a right to see that that 
majority has power to carry out what is 
ex hypothesi the will of the majority of the 
nation ; and our elections and our repre- 
sentative system are a perfect and absolute 
farce if with one hand you pretend that 
the majority elects a Government, and 
then with the other hand prevent that 
Government from doing its proper work. 
With these qualifications I say that I see 
no objection to the principles which the 
right hon. Gentleman laid down, and upon 
which I have no doubt the House gener- 
ally will agree. 


Sir. the right hon. Gentleman divided 
the Rules into three categories—those 
that refer to the order of the House, 
those that refer to the simplification of 
our procedure—which I would rather de- 
scribe as the efficiency of our procedure— 
and those which refer to the arrangement of 
our time and the convenience of Members. 
With regard to the first of those 
divisions I take no exception to the 
strengthening of the rules which are 
intended to preserve order, but I say 
that in my opinion we had gone too 
far in the direction of severity in two 
ways. In the first place, the time of 
exclusion for disorderly Members was too 


that we ought not to exait the Executive | long; and, in the second place, to ask 
\ 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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from him an apology was a humiliation 
which could not be defended. Of all 
the Questions which the House can con- 
sider this of order is the most important. 
The efficiency of any deliberative body 
rests entirely on the authority of the 
Chair. Fortunately, we have had not 
to consider the possibility of inefficiency 
in the Chairmen, and the only question 
we have to consider is whether when 
we have got an efficient Chairman we 
intend to invest him with sufficient 
authority to make his will respected. 
The will of the Chairman when it is 
declared, at the time declared, will be 
immediately effective without discussion ; 
whether right or wrong, shall be im- 
mediately effective. There are means 
provided by the Rules, and there are 
precedents for calling in question the 
particular conduct of our Speaker and 
Chairman of Committees. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donagal S.) : 


There are no Means. 
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|Chair, there ought to be no mercy. 
In my opinion our proposals are not too 
stringent, and | think they ought to be 
supported by the House. [| come to the 
In the first place I 
am met with the statement that there is 
no precedent for that. I confess I think 
there are precedents, at all events large 
precedents. which come near to it. The 
position of any outsider who offends this 
House is, I will not say a humiliating 
one, but the practical extent of his punish- 
ment depends on his willingness to offer 
a sufficient apology to the House for the 
offence he may have committed. I am 
not pretending to the right hon. Gentle- 
man that I find an exact parallel, but the 
idea that underlies this proposal is not 
altogether new. Take the case of a libel 
action. In that case it isa common thing 
for the offender to make an apology and 
pay damages into Court, to submit toa 
punishment and make an apology too ; 
and it depends generally on the fulness of 


that apology whether it is aceepted or 


'what the decision of the Court may be. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Member is mistaken |! recollect per- 
fectly well the discussion of the conduct 
of Speaker Peel or Speaker Brand—— 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 


but not since. 


In 1881, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: There may 
have been no desire since, but the means 
are within the reach of hon. Members, 
and are a constitutional, and the proper 
way of calling to account a Speaker who 
may have given a decision which they 
consider unjust and unfair. But I say 
that when we have elected our Speaker, 
investing him with authority, and 
leaving aside the question whether his 
judgment in a particular case is fair or 
unfair, we think for our own sakes 
that it shall be made immediately effec- 
tive; and the greatest safeguard for 
order in this House, for the decency and 
the dignity of our procedure, is to pro- 
vide the most stringent penalty for any 
ene who disputes the authority of the 
Speaker. For almost any other kind of 
disorder I can understand that there 
might be less stringent measures re- 
quired, or less desired ; but for the one 
ofience of disputing andgdisregarding | 
the ruling of the sisi co uae 


I think also that something of the same 
kind prevails in cases of contempt of 
Court, but after all we have occasionally 
to make precedents as well as follow them. 

Therefore [ would rather, without the 
least regard to precedent, ask the House 
whether in the face of the facts this is not 
adesirable provision. We are only asking 
an offender to do what every gentleman 
would volunteer to do. If in temporary 
heat he has offended the House and the 
Speaker, when he recovers his coolness 
his first idea would naturally be to make 
a full and ample apology, and if he does 
not make that apology it can only be 
because he does not recognise the insult 
he has offered to the House and the 
gravity of the offence; and as long as 
that is his frame of mind I do not think 
he is a proper person to sit in the House. 
I cannot regard the apology as a sort of 
confession of wrong and a guarantee that 
the offence would not be repeated. 

I come to the second group of Rules, 
which I describe as Rules to provide for 
the efficiency of our business. The right 
hon. Gentleman made a statement which 
went, [ think, rather far, and certainly 
it would not be agreed to by all those 
who belong to his party. He actually 
ridiculed the great and glorious word 
‘tefficiency. He actually relegated it to 


U2 
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a subordinate and inferior position, and | 
he said that he considered the efficiency 
of the House of Commons was secondary 
to what he called the diffused right of 
the House to take part in our debates. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
No. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman will’ furnish 
me with his exact words. 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Diffused in contradistinction to what we 
vall the right of private Members with 
regard to Bills and Motions—the diffused 
right we all share of interrogating the 
Ministry, of criticising their answers, and 
taking such steps as are necessary of 
keeping our control over Ministers. 
Anything that lessens our control over 
Ministers I think is a more heavy blow 
than a certain amount of inefficiency. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The right 


hon. Gentleman places the efficiency of the 


{COMMONS} 


and after all, whatever importance may 





House in a secondary position as com- 


pared with the control of Ministers. ; are almost of infinitesimal importance 
How on earth, perhaps the right hon. | compared with the duty and obligation 
Gentleman will explain to me, can the| thrown on the members to criticise the 
House lose its control of Ministers when | actual proposals of the Government. 
any | If the House is to be made more efficient, 
moment destroy Ministers? The absolute} if more time is given to the proper and 
control of the Ministry is in the hands of | useful discussion of important Bills and 
the House, and nothing on earth can | Questions of policy, then, no doubt, 
take it out of the hands of the House. | there are a few private Members—they 
On the other hand, if the efficiency of | are very few—who will find themselves, 
the House is destroyed then the control |to a 
of the House over Ministers becosies very opportunities which they enjoy so freely 
I attach | at present. I know private Members— 


a vote of the House may at 


unsatisfactory and incomplete. 

the greatest possible importance to it of 
any rate, and [ put in the first place the } 
efficieny of the House of Commons. 
When the right hon. Gentleman distin- 
guishes between the rights of private 
Members as far as individual Bills and 
Motions are concerned and the diffused 
right of the House, I agree absolutely 
with him that that diffused right is a 
right which cannot be controlled in any 
way. But how is it taken away by any 
of the Rules? Every Member of the 
House has an equal right if he desires to 
take part in our debates. He can criti- 
cize a measure at any stage and on every 
estimate laid before the House. The 
opportunity is given—— 





Mr, J. Chamberlain. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The Closure 
is given. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Let me say 
to be quite accurate he has under our 
system 23 days to doit in. If that is not 
enough for the diffused right it can be in- 
creased if it is thought necessary to do so. 
He has also the right of intervening at all 
stages, including the Committee stage, on 
every Bill proposed by the Government ; 


be attached to what are called private 


Members’ Bills, to his declaration of 
sentiments, his inducement and _ en- 


couragement to legislate, it cannot be 
pretended for a moment that that com- 
pares in importance with the proposals 
brought forward by the Government 
which are going to be, in all human 
probability, embodied in actual legislation. 
That is what concerns the people of the 
country: and the Rule gives more time 
to the discussion of these measures even 
if some few private Members do less and 
some are deprived of the opportunity of 
increasing the number of abstract 
Resolutions. I think by comparison they 


certain extent, curtailed of the 


there is my hon. friend the Member for 
King’s Lynn for example, who takes, 
to the enjoyment and instruction of 
the House, a great many more opn0l- 
tunities of addressing it than any 
ordinary Cabinet Minister. I should be 
sorry to lose one of his speeches, but 
at the same time I cannot help feeling 
that there are other hon. Members 
whom I should also like to hear if | 
had to make a division of the time 
of the House, though I feel it is possible 
my hon. friend might lose some of thos 
opportunities which he now cherishes. 
But, let me say, although that may 
interfere with the enjoyment of the 
House, it will in no way interfere with 
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its efficiency. I am convinced that when | 
hon. Members come, in more favourable | 
circumstances, to examine these various | 


Rules more in detail, they will find that | 


they are intended, as they are calcu- 
lated, to increase the opportunities and 
to average more equally the opportunities 
enjoyed by private Members for the dis- 
cussion of matters of real importance. 
Sir, I need not say more. I believe 
that with regard to most of the pro- 
posals which the right hon. Gentleman 
placed in this category he gave a warm 
and loyal adhesion; but now I come to | 
the last group in which the right hon. 
Gentleman finds most to criticise. He 
made use of an observation which | 
really think was rather unnecessary. 
No doubt, when he speaks of the ways 
and wishes of smart society, he speaks 
of a section of the population with 
which he is more intimate than I. 
I have not the honour, as apparently 
the right hon. Gentleman has, to 
number among my friends any of those 
who pull down their blinds in order 
that they may be supposed by the 
passers-by to be out of town. When ! 


speak of the habits of this choice selec- | 


tion of the human race, I do so with all 


deference to the authority of the right | 


hon. Gentleman. But I agree with 
him, and I am inclined to think that, 
on the whole, that section should not 
have an overwhelming influence on the 
proceedings of the House of Commons. 
Certainly it is not their desires which the 
Government have taken into considera- 
tion. What we have taken into con- 
sideration is the general convenience 
of the House. As [ look at it whether 
we have been successful or not the 
vote of the House will determine. 
But we are not at ali ashamed of calling 
a spade a spade, and saying that we con- 
sider, in the interest of the House of 


Commons as a whole, and nct of one) 


it should be | 


party more than another, 
made as far as possible attractive and 
certainly tolerable for those who belong | 
to it. The right hon. Gentleman ‘laid 
down the principle, as a presumption, 
that any one who desired to become a 
Member of Parliament would either be 
resident in London or would be always 
available on every occasion. If he were, 
that would be irrelevant to some of the | 


difficulties with which we have tried to | 
| 


{6 FeBruARY 1902} 
‘deal by these Rules. 


‘resident in London, 
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I cannot go back as 
far as the right hon. Gentleman, but I 
can go back twenty-six years; and I say 
that the situation in the House of 
Commons then was totally differents 
It was not made by Rules, it is true. It 


/was made to a great extent by the 


courtesy which all sections at that 
time were ready to show one to 
another. At that time no man 


would have dared to set himself against 
what may be called the general feeling of 
the House ; and that desire to earn the 
good opinion of the House as a whole 
did act as a great restriction upon any- 
thing in the nature of undesirable 
prolixity. But that is not all. What 
were the customs of the House at that 
time ? We came down a little later than 
now, and then we had Questions. But 
how many ? Nota third of the average 


‘number of questions for last session. 


And the cross-questioning of Ministers 
which now goes on in the form of 
supplementary questions was practically 
unknown. Hardly ever was a second 
question asked. A Member, having put 
his Question, was satisfied with the 
answer which the Minister gave, and no 
attempt was made to extract by some 
sudden question information which 
perhaps it might not be in the public 
interest for the Minister to give. We 


_always knew then what we were coming 


down for; and the order of debate was 


generally such that it was perfectly 


possible for a man, having attended the 
first hour or two of the sitting, to 


know whether he would be wanted 
again that night, and, if so, when 
he would be wanted. There was 


always an understanding between the 


' two sides as to when a division would be 


taken. But note what that means. See 


' how it contributed to the convenience of 


Members on both sides of the House. It 
was quite possible for a man to go away 
—and many did go away—for dinner. 
Is it to be represented as a crime that a 
Member, who is, according to the condi- 
‘tion of the right hon. Gentleman, 
should prefer on 
‘the whole, much as he likes the House 
of Commons, to spend if he can an hour 
or two with his family, and to spend 
‘that time at dinner, or that he should 
prefer, if he has no family, to dine with 


his friends? I have heard gentlemen on 
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this side of the House called “the dinner-| * Mr. SPEAKER: I must beg the hon. 
party.” Member for South Donegal to allow the 
f Sone a ; ae right hon. Gentleman to continue his 
Mr SWIFT MACNEILL: Hear, hear ' speech, and to refrain from his continuous 


and very discourteous observations. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, [think 
it was the hon. Gentleman. Well, they; Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
havea right to dine, and J do not com-| Member is mistaken. 1 refer him to 
plain on their account of their being|the report of my speech. [An Hoy, 
calledthedinner-party. But, remember, | Memper: “(Go and have your dinner 
there is more than one dinner-party in} now.”] I say again to the hon. 
the House of Commons. The hon.| Member for East Mayo that no dis- 
Member himself belongs to one. courtesy was intended to him or to 
. _ |any other hon. Member. I should have 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I dine in thought that no such conclusion could 
the House. | have been drawn from my words. I say 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes. I; said, | i that there are Members of the House for 


“in the House.” The convenience of the ‘whom it is more convenient and more 
hon. Member and his friends is a matter | @gteeable to dine in the House than out- 
for consideration as well as the conveni- | side. On the other hand, there are hon. 
ence of those other hon. Members who | Members for whom it is more convenient 
having friends or families, prefer to dine and agreeable to dine out of the House. 
with them outside. There are Members| Lhere is no discredit to the Government 
in this House who find that they get a | or taking into account the latter as well 
of et A ° fh ~ iriatheags POR former i ‘ wns as it is? 
good dinner in this House cheaper than | “> the former. W hat happens as it is! 
they can get it elsewhere The right hon. Gentleman says that the 
F Government have found that Members of 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): That is a their party in a larger proportion than 
dirty thing tosay. That isa very insolent | Members of his party go out of the House 
observation. for dinner. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I did not enter into this question of dining 
inside the House or out of it. What I 
| said was that, you being more numerous 


Mr. DILLON: I was betrayed in| than we are, your supporters cannot find 
making it by what I thought was a very pairs, and therefore, as your Whips will 
discourteous remark by the right hon, | 20t allow them to go away unpaired, 
Gentleman. they go away surreptitiously. 

‘ : y | Mr. J CHAMBERLAIN: That is my 
Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Really there | point, The right hon. Gentleman points 
is no reason for any heat. No discourtesy | out that, owing to the circumstances 
was intended. I only pointed out that) which he states, the Government were 
the arrangements of the House are rightly | afraid of finding Shaiieiveg § in a minority 
provided so as to cater for all. or, at all events, a majority very much 
less than their proper majority He 
ie NN: Nini Ms aight be |e ae ee en ae Giese 
Gentleman said, and what betrayed me | venient to a large number of members on 
into an observation which I fully admit | this side of the House to leave the House 
was improper, was that the arrangements | at dinner time. If that is so, what is the 
of the House were made for those who result, and I ask, is it desirable in itself? 
wanted a cheap dinner. The result is that the opinion of the 
country and of the House is misrepre- 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I did not say | sented. When a snatch division is taken 
so. —a division which has not been expected 
—and it has happened again and again 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: You did say | that Members have left the House on the 
So. the assuraance that no division would be 


Mr. J. Chamberlas. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
for Kast Mayo made a_ discourteous 
remark. which I hope he will not repeat. 
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taken, and that the action of some private 
Member has nevertheless forced a division 
—in these cases what has happened is 


that the division has not represented the | 


opinion either of the House or of the 
country. That is not a desirable state of 
things. I do not see that, in order to 
secure such an advantage as that, the 
right hon. Gentleman should make a pro- 
test against a Rule which is intended to 
prevent such things. The object is, as I 
have said, to make the House more 
attractive. Does any one contend that 
it would be desirable to exclude from 
this House the class of Members—I will 
not speak of the present time—who when 
the right hon. Gentleman and [ first 
entered the House, formed, in fact, the 
majority ? That is to say, the men with 
intelligence, educated, cultivated, with 
great knowledge of many subjects, but 
not desirous themselves of taking a very 
active part in the work of the House, 
although, whenever such men do address 
the House on subjects with which they 
are especially familiar, they are almost 
certain of a most attentive hearing. 
Is it desirable that that class of Members, 
whom we generally describe as silent 
Members, should be excluded from the 
House! If the task that you put upon 
their shoulders is too severe you will ex- 
clude them. Such a man will not 
accept the burden of Parliamentary life 
if, contrary to what used to be the case 
twenty years ago, or even ten years ago, 
he finds that Parliamentary work entails 
upon him the obligation to be present in 
the House from the moment it sits, 
through the dinner hour, down to the 
moment it closes, and that if he does not 
do that a snatch division may be called, 
and he may find that some injury has 
been done to the cause he represents. 
I appeal to the common sense of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite quite as much as to 
those on my side of the House. It is all 
very well to say that it does not affect 
them while they are out of office. 
is perfectly true. The Opposition has 
always a very much freerer hand than 
the Government; but the right hon. 
Gentleman, if he ever comes into power 
again, knows perfectly well that he 
will find precisely the same difficulty, 
and that, if too great a demand is made 
upon the devotion of his followers, they 
will perhaps, 
need. 
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That | 
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I put it as being in the interest of the 
House that anything which interferes 
with the convenience and comfort of 
Members, which is not necessary for the 
good conduct of the business of the 
House, ought to be removed; and it is 
with the view of removing it, of making 
it more possible to suit all sections in 
the House, of making it less necessary 
for Members to attend here permanently 
during debates in which they have no 
personal interest, and that they may 
be able to reckon with certainty on the 
time when their presence is required, 
that we have put before the House the 
proposals which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has criticised. 

The right hon. Gentleman says it is 
almost an insult, I think he said, to the 
House—at all events, that it is derogatory 
to the House—to offer a time-table to 
the House. Why is that derogatory ? 
In its absolute sense a time-table is 
impossible, because we cannot say before- 
hand exactly how long any one of the 
orders of the day may take in discussion ; 
but if to be able to say as far as possible 
what will begin the discussion is a time- 
table, all I can say is that it will be very 
much to the advantage and convenience 
of everybody in the House. 

The right hon. Gentleman has spoken 
of the difficulty with regard to private 
business. We admit that that is a 
difficulty. There is no doubt that the 
circumstances attending private business 
have grown much more complicated in 
recent years; and it is the view of the 
Government that the matter is urgent 
and that a Committee might very well 
be appointed to deal with this difficult 
subject, It is a subject which requires 
to be dealt with, in the first instance, 
by experts, and if a Committee were 
appointed some recommendation might 
result from it which might materially 
improve the present system. 

The right hon. Gentleman dwelt at 
considerable length of time on the matter 


' of Questions, and he seemed to find excuse 


for their number and insignificance. He 
made use of one rather curious expression. 
He apparently is rather inclined nowadays 
to bring Home Rule into every speech, 
and I understood him to give as an 
excuse for the number of Questions which 


fail him in the hour of | are asked from the Irish Benches the fact 


‘that we had not conceded Home Rule to 
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that country. Be that as it may, if any 
one will look, not merely to the number 
of Questions which are asked, but also to 
their character, he will see that as regards 
the great majority of them they have 
absolutely no public interest whatever. 
Every reasonable demand would be satis- 
fied if a Member would put his Question 
n a private letter to the Minister and get 
a private answer, and if he wants some- 
thing more than that, if he wants to 
prove to his constituents that he is 
actively looking after their interests, then 
an alternative is provided by which he 
can have his Question and the answer 
printed on the Votes; and in one way or 
the other, with a little good will on the 
part of the House, I am perfectly certain 
that the number of Questions may easily 
be reduced by one-half, and, it may be, 
by three-fourths. If that is done, as we 
expect it will be done, there is no doubt 
whatever that the time between the 
breaking-off of business at the morning 
sitting and 8 o'clock, when unopposed 
business comes compulsorily to an end, 
will be ample for the putting and the 
answering of all those Questions. I think, 
therefore, it is a rather imaginary griev- 
ance which the right hon. Gentleman 
makes when he supposes that many of 
those Questions are going over to a subse- 
quent period or even to the next day. 

The power of adjournment is another 
matter to which the right hon. Gentle- 
mon referred, and he seemed to think it 
was in some sort of way one of the 
palladiums of our liberty. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Hear, hear! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: If so. it is a 
remarkable fact that it is only within the 
last few years that any use whatever has 
been made of it. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg the right 
hon. Gentleman’s pardon. When I first 
came into the House any Member could do 
it when he liked. If an answer was given 
which he did not like he vould say, “I 
shall conclude with a Motion,” and he 
made a speech and moved. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh, yes, I 
quite agree. Members had the power to 
do all sorts of things then, including 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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some which they have not the power to 
do now, but Members then did not take 
advantage of those powers, and, above 
all, they did not abuse them, and that 
makes a considerable difference. And 
the proof of it is that, although, of 
course, this power of adjournment is, I 
suppose, as old as the House itself, yet 
the number of occasions on which it was 
used up to a very recent date, was ex- 
tremely few, and, therefore, if it be really 
such an important item in our constitu- 
tional privileges. it is a curious thing 
that we have managed to do without it 
for so long. 


I think I have gone over the detailed 
objections, but I have only attempted to 
do so briefly, because the fuller and more 
reasonable discussion will naturally come 
when the Rules are separately before the 
House. The Government have no desire, 
beforehand, to lay downiron Rules. They 
do not pretend that the scheme they 
have put before the House is a perfect 
one. They are prepared to listen to dis- 
cussion, with every desire to profit by it. 
But they do believe that, on the whole, 
the Rules will deal with what may be 
called the most urgent grievances of the 
House of Commons, that they will secure 
greater freedom from anything in the 
nature of disorderly conduct, that they 
will add to the convenience of the 
majority of the House, and that they will 
secure the better conduct and adminis 
tration of business. 





(6.25.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Water- 
ford, E.): I hope the House will pardon 
| meif I adopt a somewhat different method 
|of discussing this Question from that 
adopted by the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion. There was one remark of the 
Colonial Secretary with which I cor- 
dially agree. This is a matter, as he 
said, of the very first importance. As 
I understand, this opportunity has been 
given to the House to discuss the 
principle of the general bearing of these 
Rules, and not to go seriatim through 
them in detail. Therefore, I do not 
propose to follow the example set by 
the Leader of the Opposition in taking 
these proposals one by one and discussing 
them. I intend rather to deal with the 
general aspect of these Rules, and that, 
I think, will be more in conformity with 
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what ought to be the character of a| passed in the enforced absence of the 


Second Reading debate. 

Now, Sir, I cannot help feeling, 
in rising to discuss this subject, 
that there are two perfectly dis- 
tinct points of view from which this 





majority of the elected representatives 
of the people. Many of those Acts 
suspended Habeas Corpus ; many of them 
suspended the right of trial by jury, and 
speaking of them broadly, it may be said 


attempt toimprove the procedure of the | that from time to time everyone of them 
House of Commons must be regarded. | suspended in Ireland some one or other of 
First of all, there is the point of view o | the fundamental rights of the British 


the British Members of this House—men 
who are filled with reverence and affec- 
tion and loyalty for its institutions ; men 
who revere the ancient history of the 


| 


Constitution. 

More than that, redress of grievances 
has never been obtained by argument, 
persuasion, or the consideration of 


House of Commons, love its traditions, | justice within the walls of this House. 
and are loyal to themin every sense of | Whenever it has come about, it has been 


the word; men who represent here con- 
stituents to whom this Houseof Commons 


| 


has been inthe past a bulwark of free- | 


dom ; 


and men who, therefore, are | 


| 


filled with an earnest desire to rescue | 


this ‘fouse of Commons from the creep- 


ing paralysis that seems to be overtaking | 


it, and to make it once more an efficient 
instrument for the democratic govern- 
ment of a free people. That, Sir, is one 
point of view from which this matter 
must be considered. But if we are to 


leave cant on one side, and to be candid | 


and honest, as I hope to be allowed to 
bein my few remarks tonight, it must 
be admitted that there is another and 
an entirely different point of view from 
which this proceedings will be regarded 


| sympathise 
| aspirations. 


by violence of one sort or another outside 
these walls. In the House of Commons 
we are in a permanent minority, we are 
always in opposition, we never look for- 
ward to the day when we should sit on 
that side of the House as part of a 
majority governing either England or our 
own country. We are in a permanent 
minority, always having arrayed against 
us a majority of men who are sent to 
this House as the representatives of 
another nation,‘men who cannot be ex- 
pected to understand the needs of Ireland, 
and who admittedly do not and cannot 
with her sentiments and 
I am not going to labour 


this po:nt, but what I desire to point out 


—the point of view of those Members | 


who come to this House from Ireland, 
who come here 
coerced to come here by an Act of 
Union which they, rightly or wrongly, 
regard as an outrage and a usurpation. 
These men do not regard this House 


of this House, why they should love its 


tothem They are men to whose con- 
stituents this House has never been a 
bulwark of freedom. On the contrary, 
this House of Commons has been for 
them and for their constituents an instru- 
ment of oppression and of wrong. We 
owe nothing to this House of Commons. 
During the hundred years which has 
elapsed since the Union this House has 
passed 71 Coercion Acts. Some of them 
have been passed through all their stages 
in a single sitting; some have been 
passed in an hour; some have been 


is the existence of these two different 
standpoints. You may deplore it as you 


‘like, but the existence of these two stand- 


reluctantly, who are | 
| gainsay. 
| distinctions in 


points is a fact which you cannot 
I respectfully say that these 
themselves _ sufficiently 


illustrates the difficulty, the delicacy, and 
|as I think the impossibility of the task 
with feelings of reverence, affection, or 
loyalty. These men do not see any cause | 
why they should revere the past history | 


which you are undertaking. The smooth 
and rapid working of any legislative 
machine depends not upon Rules and 


1S _ Standing Orders and pains and penalties, 
traditions, or why they should be loyal | 





but rather upon the spirit of the Mem- 
bers who form the legislature. It depends 
upon their loyalty to the traditions of the 
legislature and their willing subordina- 
tion of private and individual inter- 
ests to the common good. That is a 
self-evident fact, but if it were of any 
importance that I should quote author- 
ities upon that point they are to be held 
in abundance. Every one of your Com- 
mittees and Statesmen who have con- 
sidered this question have laid it down 
that the successful working of this Par- 
liament machine must depend not upon 
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rules and restrictions or penalties but. 


upon the spirit of the Members who 
compose it. The Committee in 1848, 
for example, reported— 


‘*It is not so much to any new Rules, espec- 
ially restrictive Rules, that your Committee 
desires to rely for the efficient discharge of 
business by the House. The increase of 
business calls for increased consideration on the 
part of Members in their individual capacity. 
Your Committee therefore must rely on the 
good faith of the House.” 


Now the point I wish to make is that so 
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and rightly diagnose the disease. Allow 
| me to protest as strongly as I can against 
| what I regard as the absurd idea that 
| the block of business in this House, that 
| arrears of legislation, that the break- 
| down of the Parliamentarymachine, is due 
|to the presence here of Irish Members 
| upon these benches The First Lord of 
| the Treasury was candid enough upon 
|that very point in his speech in Man- 
chester. There he said, just before the 
|opening of Parliament, talking of 
| changes that took place in the House of 


long as this destinction exists between sets |}Commons, 


of Members in this House, solong as there | 


“Well, all that was changed—changed by 


is one class of Members who are brought | nobody’s fault, changed quite irrespective of 


here against their will, and who do not | 
sympathise with the traditions and | 
feelings of the House as a whole, so long | 
it is animpossible task for you by any | 
new Rules, by any restrictions, by any | 
possible penalties you may devise to | 
rescue the House of Commons from the 
creeping paralysis which undoubtedly has | 
overtaken it. 

Now, Sir, let me look for a moment 
at this question from both these | 
points of view. I do not know whether | 
hon. Members will think that I 
am capable of looking at it from the | 
point of view of the British Members. 
But let me try for a few moments to do} 
so. I say that in my opinion the anxiety | 
of British Members as to the future of | 
the House of Commons is well founded. 
An hon. Member some time ago declared 
that in his opinion the position of the 
House of Commons in the English | 
Constitution was steadily declining. | 
Well, that is my view. I believe the 
powers of the House of Commons is 
is rapidly waning, that its power as a 
governing body is almost gone, and that | 
its functions—this is a matter incapable | 
of contradiction—as a legislative machine | 
have almost come to a standstill, and I 
believe that the House of Commons is 
rapidly sinking into contempt in the 
country because it is rapidly coming to 
be regarded by the country as a mere 
machine of registering the decrees of 
the Cabinet for the time being. Now, 
that being the state of the case it 
is perfectly natural and indeed incumbent 
upon British Members to endeavour in 
some way to remedy this evil, but I 
suggest to you that before applying a 
remedy they will have to successfully 


Mr. John Redmond. 





anything that could be described as deliberate 
obstruction, changed by natural evolution of 
a great democratic commuuity — changed 
beyond recall.” 

Therefore, Sir, while I see that the 
presence of Irish Members under the 
conditions under which they sit in 


‘this House must be always a source 


of danger and difficulty, it is absurd to 
contend that they are responsible for 
the breakdown of the Parliamentary 
machinery, for the clogging of the 
wheels, and the other hindrances which 


|are hanging round it at the present 


moment. The simple truth is, as was 
pointed out in 1882, that Parliament, its 
functions and its labours, have been 
revolutionised since the Reform Bill. 
The Empire that it has to rule is 
changed, and the conditions of life are 
today totally changed, and the House of 
Commons is engaged—vainly engaged in 
endeavouriug to perform at this moment 
far more work than any legislature in the 
world ever carried out before. It is endeav- 
ouring to perform the work of at least 
half a dozen legislatures. In your colony 
of Canada, where there are about 
6,000,000 people, there are eight legis- 
latures, all busily engaged, all with their 
hands full, while the Dominion [arlia- 
ment attends to national affairs. In 
Australia there are 4,000,000, which 
is less than the population of Ireland, 
and there are there seven legislatures : 
and last year this House, this Parliament 
acceded to the demand made by all 
the Australian Colonies that a new 
legislature should be created, a legis- 
lature which would lift from the 
shoulders of all those Parliaments those 
national concerns which they had not 
proper power and time to deal with. 
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And, Sir, the illustration of America is 
familiar to everyone, where, with less 
than double the population of the whole 


{6 Fepruary 1902} 


United Kingdom, there are 45 legis- | 


latures and Congress sitting at Washing- 
ton. I must not dwell upon this, 
because the First Lord of the Treasury 
was good enough to say of me the other 
day, in a passage which I relished as 
much as anybody who 
him that he knew perfectly well upon 
this topic what sort of a speech I should 
make. I think he said that he knew my 
speech by heart. I have only got to say 
to him in reply, that I have only got one 
story to tell him in this House; I have 
only one song to sing, I have only one 


| support it for no other reason. 


sat behind | 


argument to make, and if that argument | 


becomes tiresome to him—-— 


Tue FIRST LORD or toe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour): I never said that. 


‘to believe that even Mr. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I maysay that | 


he will hear that story as frequently after 
his new Rules have passed as he has be- 
fore, and the story will continue to be 
heard, to echo through this House until 
the disease, as I cail it, from which your 


Parliament is suffering is remedied. 
The truth of this matter is that 


while the whole civilised world has 
been advancing on the lines of decentra- 
lisation, and upon lines which may 
be roughly called, not perhaps ac- 
curately, Federation ; upon lines of a 
distinction between national and _ local 
concerns ; while the whole world has 
been advancing upon these lines, while 
in places like the German Empire and 
vour free Colonies abroad everywhere 
advance has been made upon these lines, 
the British House of Commons alone 
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I want to be quite candid I support the 
Amendment of the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition because it does postpone thp con- 
sideration of these rules, as the Cplonial 
Secretary said, for at least a year. I 
I Ho not 
believe for a moment that if a Committee 
is formed and sits it will devise any 
satisfactory settlement of this question. 
The problem to my mind is as clear as 
daylight, and there is only one possible 
solution for it. I alluded a momeént ago: 
to a discussion which took place in 1882, 

a great speech was made on that ocea- 
sion by Mr. Gladstone in introducing 
his Closure Rule. Although Mr. Glad- 
stone apparently believed at that time 
that it was possible to cure the ills of 
Parliament by a revision of your Rules 
of Procedure, still one reads in his 
speech certain hesitation, and onb is led 
Gladstone at 
that time foresaw that it was impossible 
to remedy the evil from which  Parlia- 


/ment was suffering by any New Rules. 


Will the House bear with me jwhile I 


| quote two or three sen‘ences from that 


has been insisting upon a vain endeavour | 


to proceed upon the whole lines, and 


within the compass of these walls and | 
| now there is hardly any serious event which 


with the limited time at the disposal of 
Members and endeavouring to transact 
all the local concerns of England, Scot- 


great speech, where Mr. Gladstone 
describes the extraordinary and _ re- 
volutionary change that has cote over 
public life in this country, ald has 
come over the work of the House of 
Commons since 1833. tie says +- 

““We have had since 1833 various jand con- 
siderable enlargements of our Empire. Our 
Empire has been doubled sometimes by the 
acquisition of new territory, sometimes by 
carrying the principles and methods of civili- 
sation, common to the whole structure, into 
territories which have heretofore | been a 
barren waste. It is not alone tprritorial 
extension which has increased our duties ; it 
has likewise increased by our relations estab- 
lished through our trade and commeérce with 
the whole of the countries of the world. Our 
points of contact with the fortune and interests 
of other nations have been so multiplied that 


ean occur in any portion of the glo}; ie whieh 


land, Wales, and Ireland, and in addition | 
to all the House of Commons has also | 


been endeavouring to transact the ever 
accumulating business of your world- 
wide Empire. That in my opinion is the 
problem 
Motion of the First Lord of the Treasury 
to consider these Rules because I think 
that from the point of view of remedying 
the disease his Rules are worthless. 


does not vibrate through the whole of the 
country, and which may not—and probably 
for the most part may —legitimately form the 
subject of discussion in this House. (Over and 
above these important changes and) enlarge- 
ments of duty, there have been changes in the 


| ideas and views of men respecting the sphere 


before us, and I oppose the | 


of legislation and of Government which have 
added enormously t» the burdens of this 
House. In the epoch of my youth! the vast 
congeries of what may for the moment be 
rudely, but adequately, described jas social 
questions, were never regarded as altogether 





| within the view of Parliament, and were never 


implies some 


| (perhaps the word ‘never’ 
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exaggeration, but I am describing what was 
the general rule) brought under its notice.” 

He goes on to say— 

“On the contrary, now they are growing 
and multiplying on us from year to year, and 
they form a very large and definite portion of 
the demand upon our time. There is no 
likelihood that this difficulty will diminish. 
It is not as if there were a number of subjects 
that required to be dealt with, and after that 
the chapter was closed.” 

Mr. Gladstone gives an extraordinary 
illustration of how, great man as he 
was, he under-estimated the real effects 
‘of this position. With regard to Pre- 
liminary Education, he said— 

**It may be said with regard to one subject— 
that of Preliminary Education—that we have in 
a great degree done with, we hope, the subject 
of Preliminary Education in England and Scot- 
land, so far at least as regards the solution of 
the greatest and more important of the problems 
presented to that great question.” 

He says that notwithstanding they 
have disposed of a question of that kind, 
still there are so many things cropping 
up that he sees no hope of the House 
carrying out its business as it did in 
the past, and that was his reference to 
the question of education which is now 
thundering at the doors of Parliament, 
and which will probably occupy more 
than the whole of one session before it 
is satisfactorily dealt with. Then here 
is the last sentence I will read to the 
House. In the year 1878 he deemed it 
his duty to prepare a list of the great 
subjects of pressing and paramount 
importance that were shelved by the fact 
that Parliament had not time to devote 
to them. 

‘* Again, in August 1878 there were 22, 
and in August, 1879, I reconsidered the list and 
instead of 22 subjects I found 31.” 

So it has gone on. The accumulation of 
which Mr. Gladstone complained in 1878 
and 1879 is far worse to-day. What 
about all your great British reforms that 
are awaiting settlement! I am not going 
to give a list, but what has a Parliament 
to say for its efficiency—if you like the 
word—which leaves untouched, because it 
has not time to attend to them, all the 
great social questions such as old age 
pensions, the housing of the working 
classes, temperance, and a score of other 
similarly pressing needs which are being 
eried out for in this country and in 
Scotland and in Wales, and which is not 
able year after year to afford sufficient 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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| time to deal with the great Irish problem 
'which faces Ministers responsible for 
‘Ireland, a problem which should and 
ought to be dealt with immediately. 

No, the fact is that Parliamentary 
|machinery has broken down. It is not 
_thit Parliament has not done its best and 

has not worked hard, because ever since 
| the Reform Bill the Houses of Parliament 
have been increased, so has the length of 
_session, and the work of hon. Members 
has been harder and harder year by 
year, with the result, miserable and 
ridiculous, that the output of work 
has been less and less. Now, Sir, I 
ask the House to look at it from this 
British point of view. What earthly 
hope is there that this evil can be 
remedied by this scheme of new rules ? 
Why, for 70 years you have been 
tinkering with the rules. Since 1833 
there have been 21 Committees dealing 


with this question. On these Com- 
‘mittees all your’ greatest men— 
Palmerston, Disraeli, Gladstone, and 


Bright —all the greatest statesmen of 
your country have served on these Com- 
mittees. They made suggestion after 
suggestion with the vain hope that 
they would be able to remove the evil 
Many of the suggestions have been 
carried out, and the evil is worse than 
ever. In 1882 an elaborate system was 
put into practice. ‘Two years after, your 
| position was worse than before. In 1887 
| a most elaborate system of new rules was 
devised and carried out, but things 
| were worse than ever ten years after, 
and here you are now, after 70 years 
tinkering, in a worse position, I believe, 
than you ever were before. This House 
has made great sacrifices in endeavour- 
ing to remedy the disease; it has sacri- 
ficed that freedom which was its chief 
boast. In 1882, in order to grapple 
with this evil, the House of Commons 
made an enormous sacrifice by copying 
from Continental legislatures the system 
of closure, which the British Parlia- 
ment had boasted they would never 
adopt. The House made other sacrifices. 
They sacrificed from time to time 
steadily more year by year, the interests 
and the rights of private members. 
Now at the end of 70 years, tinkering at 
these rules by the greatest statesmen, 
you have to come down to the House 
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blem set of rules for this purpose, and have to{any mere change in their rules would 
for admit that there never was a time when] enable 670 men to deal with the most 
and the wheels were so _ clogged, and! controversial, the most difficult and im- 
accumulation of necessary work waiting | portant business which any a$sembly in 
itary to be done in the interest of people was| the world had to deal with, with the 
3 not so enormous. At this moment Parlia- rapidity with which a committee of four 
t and ment is practically incapable of dealing | or five would dispose of some ordinary 
since with large legislative concerns. One| day to day transaction. The right hon. 
ment great Imperial question cropping up, | Gentleman might have added “‘or the 
th of such as this war, or, say, an Imperial | rapidity that a local legislature dealing 
abers question not half so important, blocks | with local affairs, or an Imperial Parlia- 
r by absolutely all chance of domestic reform. | ment dealing with imperial affairs, would 
and Are these questions likely to be less | dispose of their business.” He) asked the 
work in the future? The war may be over—| public who, he thought, could not under- 
ir, I that is, the fighting in the ‘Transvaal | stand parliamentary methods js well as 
this may be over, I know not when, but | those who carried them on, to have 
rthly will the Imperial question of South | patience. It is clear from that speech, in 
n be Africa then go? I venture to think | my opinion, that the right hon. Gentle- 
ules ? that after hostilities are declared over, ! man himself has no earthly idea that the 
been and after you commence your civil rules will deal with the real evil with 
1833 task of endeavouring to govern South | which he has to grapple. In |his inter- 
aling Africa under the new _ conditions, | esting and entrancing speech the other 
Com- you will have new Imperial ques-| night in introducing the rules, he did 
len— tions haunting this House, far’ not pretend—he did not ask for them 
and greater in proportion, far greater|any such virtue. Well, if he) does not 
n of in its effects than even this ques-| claim for them any such virtue as that, 
Com- tion which, for two years, has rendered |then it is simple that he has fallen 
after all domestic legislation absolutely im-|into the rut, and is following the 
that possible. ‘example of those who for 70 years 
evil Sir, I do not believe the Government | have been tinkering at the question, and 
been have any faith at all in their remedy.|that he with his unrivalled power is 
than They may think perhaps that they | unable or unwilling to propos¢ any real 
was will knock off a few angles and make | remedy for the evil from whi¢h Parlia- 
your life easier in this direction or that, but | ment is suffering. The simple truth is 
1887 Ido not for one moment believe that | that it cannot be done. There is only 
3 was they cherish the delusion that they are | one remedy possible, and in mj opinion 
nings going, by these new rules or any other | the public mind of England js coming 
ufter, new rules that the wit of man can devise, | more rapidly than most people imagine to 
years to rescue Parliament from the creeping | recognise as a fact that there is\only one 
lieve, paralysis that has come over it. What | solution. I say that these new rules will 
louse does the First Lord of the Treasury say | fail. They will fail as the new rules of 
vour- about them? In a speech which he|the last 70 years have failed. They 
sacri- made at Manchester, he warned the | will fail as your rules in 1887 failed, and 
chief people not to expect too much from these | if you are to rescue this Parlijment at 
apple new rules. Some of his colleagues during | all it must be by lightening |the load 
mons the recess had been talking very} which is resting upon its shoulders. 
ying vehemently about the necessity of new| So much from what Icallthe British point 
‘stem rules, which would enable the House of | of view. Let me ina very few sentences 
arlia- Commons to be once more an efficient | conclude by making a few observations 
ever instrument of government, and I think | from what I shall call the Irish| point of 
fices. the First Lord found it necessary just | view. From the Irish point of view I 
time before the opening of Parliament to warn | have very little indeed to say. | I think 
rests the English public not to expect too] our position with reference to improve- 
bers. much. He said all that they could hope | ments in procedure is entirely misunder- 
ig at to do was to abate the nuisance, and | stood. We have no objection whatever 
men, when they had done that they should | to rules calculated to facilitate the passage 
louse not be impatient of the inevitable resi-{ of good measures through this) House. 
new duum. They should not suppose that | We are engaged in an effort on the floor 
| 
| 
| 
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of this House to obtain good measures 
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|and questions are to be taken on till 


for Ireland, and of course we know that | 


the time may come again, as it came in 
1893, when some Government or other 
may be engaged in the task of endeavour- 
ing to carry into law some great measure 
of justice to Ireland. It is our interest 
with reference to such a measure as that, 
and with reference to any other legisla- 
tion, that the Government of the day 
should have such facilities as sensible 
rules can confer and to defeat vexatious 
and unscrupulous opposition. Our atti- 
tude is entirely different from that which 
is generally supposed upon this subject. 
Our position is clear. We have no faith 
in these new rules; we have no faith in 
the possibility of any new rules to 
remedy the admitted evils of Parliament, 
but we have no factious opposition to 
offer to any fair, reasonable, and well con- 
sidered proposal for promoting the proper 
conduct of business in this House. 

Now, these particular rules divide them- 
selves to my mind’ into three categories. 
First I say that these rules are intended 
to promote what the First Lord called the 
domestic felicity of what I must describe 
as an idle class of Members of this House ; 
secondly, to practically abolish private 
Members by making the Government 
master of the whole available time of 
Parliament ; and thirdly, to punish the 
Irish Members. I will not enter on the 
interesting discussion which took place 
earlier about the dinner hour, and I will 
not discuss any question of the good taste 
of the Colonial Secretary in intimating 
that, in his opinion, there were some 
Members who would prefer to dine in the 
House because it was cheaper than else- 
where. I do not know if that were so it 
would be no reason. I will not express 
any opinion as to the good taste of 
remarks of that kind coming from the 
right hon. Gentleman. As to the dinner 
hour, I have only one remark to make. 
The dinner hour as proposed in these 
rules is of no earthly value whatever to 
the ordinary working Member of Parlia- 
ment. Let me take my own case. I 
have dined in this House constantly for 
years, and possibly I can get my dinner 
cheaper here than elsewhere. But I do 
not dine here on that account, or because 
I like it, but because I have to do it. 
Well, what will happen under the new 
rules? Public business will stop at 7.15, 


Mr. John Redmond. 


8 o'clock. Now I cannot leave the House 
till 9 o'clock; and the House is to 
meet at 9. It is true that there can- 
not be a count out till 10 o'clock, but 
I have to be back here again at 9; 
and I say that that adjournment of one 
hour at that period is absolutely useless 
to me; and I set myself as an example 
of what I may call the ordinary working 
Members of the House, who are always 
here endeavouring to know what is going 
on. The time is not long enough to 


‘enable such a Member to go home and 


dine with his family. {An Hon. Memprr : 
Why not ?] Of course it is not; and 
that isa stupid interruption. Any one 
knows that if a man lives in Kensington, 
or any place like that, it is quite 
impossible to dine at home and come 
back here at nine oclock. I say there- 
fore that the dinner hour is of no value 
to the working Member of the House, 
but only to the drones and dummies. 
What is their function in this House ? 
The function of a good Party man, I 
have always heard, is to be always 
present in obedience to the Whip for 
divisions, but never to speak. These 
men will be here at a quarter past seven 
to fulfil the orders of the Whip, but 
under no obligation to stay till Question 
time. They have very few questions to 
put and take no practical interest in 
questions. Therefore they can go away 
at a quarter past seven and they need 
not come back till ten o'clock. I say 
that is an invidious distinction to make ; 
and that these rules are devised to suit 
the convenience of a certain class of idle 
Members. 

As to the rights of private Members, 


a great parade was made by the 
Leader of the House that he was 


going to give more time to them; but 
owing to the exigencies of public business 
they are going to get nothing of the 
kind. Before Easter they are to 
have the evening sittings on Tuesdays 
and Wednesdays. After Easter they are 
to have Wednesday evenings, and after 
Whitsunday no evening sittings. But 
these evenings sittings are not even 
solely reserved to them. No_ private 
Member will know, when he comes down 
to the House, whether his business will 
come on and for two reasons. First of 


‘ye private business, which is not finished 
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at 2.25 is to be put back to any time that | 
the Chairman of Committees pleases, 
and, of course, what the Chairman of 
Committees will do, will be to put down 
disputed business. But not only that, 


the discussion of Motions for adjourn- | 
ment will take place at the evening | 
sittings ; and I venture to predict that | 


discussions on the adjournment of the 
House will grow under this rule. Under 
the old rule there were no temptations 
toembark on Motions for adjournment 
which would incur the anger of the 
party managers; but under this Rule, 
whenever an awkward question is down 
for an evening sitting, nothing will be 
easier than for some enterprising ex- 
Secretary of the Admiralty to move the 
adjournment of the House on some point 
which is of special interest to him, and 
the time which ought to be given to, say, 
an [rish Member, will thus be dissipated 
So I say that from the point of view of 
the Irish Members this new scheme 
practically wipes them out and destroys 
their last rights and privileges. 

In conclusion, I have a word to say 
as to what I regard as the punitive part 
of these Rules. It is directed against 
the Irish Members. Of course, we 
know that perfectly well. I said once 
before in this House, under circumstances 
of some excitement, and, as I thought, 
of some provocation, that we Irish 
Members despise the pains and penalties 


inflicted upon us here, for what we 
regard as the conscientious discharge 


our constituents and 
our country. Mr. Speaker, the in- 
crease of these penalties wili not 
alter our attitude. No one regrets 
more than I do the ebullitions of ill- 
temper which lead to disorder in this 
House. I do not claim for myself that 
I have been guiltless in these matters in 
the past; but I deprecate them, and I 
believe that the general sentiment of the 
Irish Party deprecates them. But ft have 
got this to say, that there has been in thé 
past occasions in which we Irish members 


of our duty to 


have been kept here under conditions | 


which lead to manifestations of that kind. 
And such cases will inevitably occur in 
the future as they have in the past. 
The necessity of making a protest against 
the oppression of Ireland by English 
Government also necessitates the violation | 
of order in this House for the time being ; 
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| and if such occasions arise in the future, 
I am quite candid enough to say that 
they cannot be avoided, and that these 
new pains and penalties devised| for us 
will be treated by us with the most 
supreme contempt. If this rule is passed 
as it stands it is well that the House of 
Commons should realise what it means. 
Every man expelled under that rule will 
be in effect expelled from the House for 
‘the rest of that Parliament. I 4m not 
taking a case of a sudden ebullition of 
temper where a Member would be 
inclined to retract and apologise, and where 
he ought to apologise ; but I am speaking 
of the more serious case when a Member 
so suspended will be expelled for tne rest 
of that Parliament, for no man with a 
grain of self-respect would apologise in 
writing to the Speaker for action he had 
taken in what he conceived to be the 
interest of the Irish nation. And he 
would be expelled from this House, with- 
out giving his constituency the right to 
elect a successor. I ask the House, do 
_ they contemplate such a contingency with 
complacency ? Of course, we know that 
there are ignorant people who dabble in 
politics, who would say: * Yes; get rid 
of the Irish Members ; expel them ; hang 
them!” or, as the noble Lord opposite 
said, “ Send them to the Tower.”’ But I 
'make my argument to serious politicians. 
Do the Unionists who seriously consider 
this question contemplate with equani- 
mity the probability that under this Rule 
the entire representation of Ireland may 
be forcibly excluded from this House ? 
Looking at it, not as an Unionist, but as 
a Nationalist, such a spectacle would be 
welcome to me, because I think it would 
show to the nation and to the world, 
how hollow is the pretence that Ireland is 
governed by constitutional and _ repre- 
sentative methods. I have always said 
that the only alternative to Home Rule 
is the disfranchisement of Ireland, and 
apparently this Government which have 
carefully considered this Rule, are willing 
to face that contingency and to try that 
alternative. I shall oppose this Rule, of 
/eourse, but I will give it no factious 
| opposition ; and if it be passed I shall 


| have the substantial consolation of feeling 


| that the present system, the pretended 
jomgge ars system of the Govern- 
ment of Ireland will be exposed. i 
| end, as | began. You are engaged in an 
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impossible task. These new Rules will be | 


as useless in 1902 as those passed in 
1882 and 1887. You will go on increasing 
and multiplying their responsibilites, but 
the impossibilities of the dealing with the 
current local needs of England, Scotland, 
Ireland, and Wales will become more 
apparent, and the pressure will become 
greater and greater. My firm belief is 
that sooner or later your only hope of 
safety lies in doing what other nations, 
and your own colonies have done, 
namely, in making a separation of local 


from Imperial affairs, and in recognising | 


the rights of separate nationalities to 
govern themselves. 


(7.29.) Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford): The hon Gentleman who has 
just sat down tells us that that is the 
only speech he is going to make, the one 
song he has to sing, and that if we want 
to restore the efficiency of Parliament, 
we must give a separate and independent 
Parliament to Ireland. If the hon. 
Member for Waterford has no other 
comment to make upon the proposed 
Rules, and about the difficulties with 
which Ireland is now surrounded, I can 
only reply that he and I are as wide 
asunder as the poles. I can see nothing 
to meet his views on that point, and | 
trust he will acquit me of anything like 
discourtesy if I pass from his speech to 
the remarks of other hon. Members, 
which have been made in the course of 
this evening. The hon. Member for 
Waterford has warned us that the pains 
and penalties will be treated by him 
with contempt, and that no apology will 
ever be offered. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I did not say 
that. I said there were circumstances 
which I endeavoured briefly to describe 
in which no man with any self-respect 
could apologise to the House. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: That statement 


makes unneceesary what I was going to | 


siy with regard to the first Rule. I was 
about to say that for one offence, that of 
absolutely defying the authority of the 
Chair and causing the necessity for 
resorting to torce, the proposed penalties 
are not strong enough; and I would 
recommend that the lowest penalty 
should be at least suspension for one 
year. 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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To pass to the speeches of other hon. 
Members, I agree with what has been 
| said that in the Rules which are now 
before us there are many proposals 
'of which I cordially approve. I find 
inyself at the commencement of this 
debate in the position of agreeing on a 
good many points with the right hon. 
Gentleman who moved this Amend- 
'ment, and were it not for one little 
| difficulty I should have thought that 
there was a great deal to be said for his 
Amendment. But what I do think isa 
fatal defect is, as was pointed out by 
the Colonial Secretary, that this 
Amendment inevitably means the post- 
ponement of all dealing with the question 
of procedure for this session at least. 
Under these circumstances I for one 
can be no party to the right hon. 
Gentleman’s proposal. I agree with the 
Leader of the Opposition that we should 
maintain the traditions of the House, 
for, after all, the present conditions have 
obtained for a great many years and 
these difficulties complained of having 
been going on for 20 years at least, and 
it does seem unfortunate that these 
changes should now be proposed. I 
agree that these new rules if they were 
aimed at a section of the House of 
Commons alone would be entirely wrong, 
and too much attention ought not to be 
paid to the mere personal convenience 
of hon. Members, nor should the power 
of the Government be too much exalted. 
After all, what is too much or what 
is too little attention to the personal 
convenience of Members is a matter of 
opinion, and I do not think in the 
present proposals that it is in the least 
overdone. [ share the view that the 
power in the hands of the Executive ought 
not to be too great, and in that opinion 
I suspect that the great majority of the 
House will agree with me. 

There are some points in which I 
‘think it is extremely probable, before 
we come to the conclusion of this debate, 
|that some of the provisions in the new 
/ Rules will have to be modified. As re 
|gards the introduction of Bills, the 
|abolition of second divisions, and the 
| reference of Bills to Grand Committees, 
| [ have nothing whatever to say. I own 
that I was unable to follow completely 
the Leader of the House in his diatribes 
against what he called ‘week ends,” 
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unless the right hon. Gentleman meant 
by that, some covert attack against the 


game of golf, which appeared to me to. 


be passing in his mind. I will not enter 
at length into the question of the dinner 
hour, but I may remind the House that 
I think there is more excuse on this 
side of the House than on the other 
for some change in the conditions under 
which we dine in this House. It isa 
matter of notoriety that hon. Members 
on this side of the House, immedi- 
ately after they have taken their 
place at dinner, have to come back again 
into the House in consequence of the 
invariable practice resorted to by hon. 
Members on the opposite side of the 
House of moving a count and thus com- 
pelling the supporters of the Government 
to return in order to gratify the stupid 
and childish spite of some hon. Member 
opposite. 
the recollection of everybody. But there 
are three other questions of more im- 
portance than any of those which J have 
dealt with up to the present. I do not 
know if it would be possible to discrimi- 
nate in the case of Motions for adjourn- 
ments, because it is true, no doubt, that 
the efficacy of moving adjournments on 
most important occasions would be, to 
a great ‘extent, lost by postponing them 
until the evening sitting. With regard 
to questions, I am quite confident myself 
that some modification will have to be! 
made in the Rule relating to matters of 
urgent public importance upon which I 

do think it is most desirable and necessary 

for the House of Commons to retain the 

power of interrogating Ministers. As to! 
the great bulk of the Questions which 

are put upon the Paper I should say, 

without a moment’s hesitation, that they 

might be relegated to any hour after 

12 o'clock at night, and I am sure that 

proposal would meet with the general 

acceptance of the great majority of this 

House. There is also the question of 

private business, for which it is absolutely 

essential that some further provision 

should be made. 

Having made these few observations on 
the general rules, there is another point 
to which I desire to draw attention, and 
which I consider is perhaps the most im- 
portant of all. The chief objection I 
take to the rules now on the Paper is, that 
I do not believe they will have any real | 


i 
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or substantial effect in checking obstruc- 
tion at all. It always seemed to me, and 
in this I am confirmed by what fell from 
the hon. Member for Waterford, that 
Parliament always has adopted the 
wrong principle altogether in its effect to 
contend with obstruction. Whether I am 
right or wrong there is no doubt about 
this, that we have been singularly un- 
succe-sful in our efforts to deal with ob- 
struction up to the present time, and 
this is conclusively shown by the string 
of 27 Amendments with which we are 
confronted on the Paper at the present 
moment. I ask the indulgence of the 
House to say a few more words upon 
this particular subject. There are two 
methods of dealing with this question, 
with the object of controlling obstruction 
and promoting the despatch of public 
business, which I take is the principal 
object which the House of Commons has 
in view. One method is by checking 
the license of individual members, 
and the other is by curtailing in 
various directions as the Government 
propose to do the liberties and the rights 
and privileges of hon. Members of this 
House as a whole. That is the course 
which we have hitherto adopted, and it is 
the course which the Government are 
now adopting and have embodied in the 
rules now lying on the Table. My view, 
on the other hand, would be to deal 
with the offending individuals who are 
few, and leave the rights and privileges of 
the offending members who are many, 
as far as possible alone. My reason for 
this is perfectly simple. It is unhappily 
the case that whereas 600 hon. Members 
of this House are ready to pay deference 
to the general sense and feeling of the 
House, there are a limited number whose 
great object seems to be to hinder 
Governments, and to delay and obstruct 
business of every sort and kind on every 
possible occasion, and who, when they 
are in pursuit of this object take positive 
pleasure in setting the general sense of 
the House at defiance as much as they 
possibly can. This has been so for a 
great many years, with the result that 
the reputation of this House has sunk 
lower and lower in the public estimation. 
The difficulty in which Parliament has 
been placed was long ago recognised by 
one of the greatest—proba bly the greatest 
—parliamentarians, and [ will call the 


xX 
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attention of the House to a statement it that what Mr. Gladstone, described as 
which he made on this particular point. the poorest and most insignificant of its 


He used these words— 


“The rate at which legislation is to march 
ought to be determined by the deliberate choice 
of the representatives of the people, and not by 
a system under which the House of Commons, 
year after year becomes more and more the 
slave of some of the poorest and most insigni- 
ficant among its Members.” 


Well Sir, I think the right hon. Gentle- 


man’s statement was perfectly true, and 


unfortunately the process has been going 
on at an accelerated pace from time to 
time to the present. That shows that 
I am not exaggerating in the least. 

In making these observations I should 
like to give the House a few details of a 
calculation that I had made for me some 
years ago on this very subject, and which 
I believe to be perfectly correct. I have 
not corrected them since the time, but I 
believe it will be found that obstruction 
now is quite as bad as it was then. I 
will show the Members exactly what the 
facts are. In 1890, the House sat for 
125 days. Now allowing eight hours for 
each session, that made 1,000 working 
hours, there were 670 Members of 
Parliament; 6,919 questions asked and 
6,222 speeches were made. 
of all those questions were due to ten 


members have been able to enslave the 
House in this way, what has been the 
/engine by which they accomplished it! 
Their engine has been an unhappy gift 
of loquacity which they have inficited 
on the House without mercy, and with- 
out remorse, and it is little credit to us 
'that we have allowed it to go on for so 
long. Talk, talk, talk on every con- 
ceivable subject has been the means by 
which obstruction has been carried on 
in this House for some years. Now, no 


‘one who has watched the proceedings 


of this House for a great number of 


years can deny the absolute truth of 


One-third | 


Members alone, and of the speeches which | 


were delivered, no less than 1,458 were 
made by 15 Gentlemen. Now take 
one minute for each question, and ten 
or fifteen minutes for each speech, and 


the statements I am making. What I 
am complaining of in regard to these 
proposed new Rules is this, that in all 
the 27 of these proposals there is not a 
line, there is not a word, there is not a 
letter in addition to any of the existing 
rules, in your possession, Sir, which 
have been proved by experience to be 
efficient for the purpose to enable the 
House and Government to cope with 
this great and growing difficulty. I 
would merely ask how you would pro- 
pose to deal with it yourself? I am 
afraid I should be out of order in enter- 
ing into any particulars of any of the 
proposed Rules which are now on the 


| Notice Paper, but there is one Standing 


that is not a very high proportion, and ' 


you will find that between 45 at the 
lowest and 60 working days at the highest, 
out of the session were consumed by 
15 Members alone. Of the chief 
offenders one is since dead, and I desire 
to say nothing about him except to 
record the bare fact. That was Dr. 
Tanner. He spoke 149 times, and was 
called to order on 59 occasions. The 
next was Sir George Campbell, who 
spoke over 172 times, and among the 
rest was the hon. Member himself, who 
spoke I think over 100. 


MR. 
very briefly. 


LABOUCHERE: But briefly, | 


Order to which I may refer, Standing 
Order No. 24, which professes to give 
the power of dealing with this great 
evil directly; but which, owing to 
the fact that it is entirely permissable, 
and not mandatory from the Church, I 
do not think has been used twenty times 
in the last twenty years, although the 
evil it is intended to cope with is an evil 
which is constantly occurring every 
week, almost every day. 

I have taken on myself, in the absence 
of any other Amendment upon the 
Paper, to make a proposal of my own. 
It would be out of order for me to refer 

| to it now. but hon. Members have had 
| the opportunity of seeing it and render- 
|ing it for themselves, but there is one 
| difficulty I am afraid, and that is that it 
|may be that private Members of this 


Mr. CHAPLIN: No, I think so far| House will not be able to make any 
as my memory serves me, the hon. | proposal of their own unless it refers 


Member was unusually prolix. 


Well | and fits in with the proposals that have 


now, then, I should like to ask how is| already been made by the Government. 


Mr, Chaplin. 
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I take this opportunity, Sir, of asking | being discussed. I do not think there is 
for your ruling on this question, which anything like the obstruction in the 
has not yet officially been given. If} House of Commons, that there used to be 
it be the case that our efforts must be{ within my time. We are all told that 
limited, and limited strictly, to the, at one time this House was a_ perfect 
proposals made by the Government, then | elysium of silence, but I know that in 1865 
[shall certainty make an earnest appeal I think it was, there was a Bill on a 
tothe Government and my right hon.) Wednesday. The Bill was something 
friend would at all events give to the about parks, there were very few Radicals 
House an opportunity of considering | in the House then, and we entertained a 
some of the Amendments which I have | strong objection to the Bill, and we knew 
indicated, and which I still believe would | that the Bill could not be brought in 
be far more efficient for the purpose of | unless there was a division that evening, 
controlling and stopping obstruction than | and I went into one of the lobbies 
all the rest of the Rules on the Paper at | upstairs with the other Gentlemen, and we 
the present time. What I would urge | discussed the matter,and we agreed to talk 
on the House is that where misconduct | the whole time. But who was the leader 
is constantly repeated by a few Members , of all this ? The eminent philosopher, 
of this House, the real way to deal with John Stuart Mill! Well, when we 
it is by a provision for dealing directly , reckoned it all up, we found we had an 
with the individual instead of the pro- hour to spare, and I being young and 
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posals made year after year, and increased 
from year to year, wherever obstruction 
by individuals has grown greater, and the 
effect of which has been to hit and 
punish the great body of Members in 
this House, solely for the offences and 
misconduct of a few. I will not now 
further take up the time of the 
House but express my gratitude for the 
opportunity which has been given me to 
impress ny views upon the House. 


(7.40.) Mr. LABOUCHERE: I 
would not for a moment say that the 
right hon, Gentleman has been prolix 
either this evening or upon any other 


occasion, but he will admit that he has | ; 
| said to me “you are against this Bill, do get 


been a little lengthy, the more readily, as 
I gather from his speech that it was a 
speech prepatory to many which he pro- 
poses to make upon these Rules. 
disagree entirely with the right hon. 
Gentleman that obstruction is due to a 
few private members. It is due to the 
Ministerialists. Cicero, like 
hon. Gentleman, the First Lord of the 
Treasury was a Ministerialist, and bitterly 
complained of obstruction, yet nobody 
spoke more in the Roman Senate than 
Cicero, to whom I compare the right 
hon. Gentleman. There is no obstruction 
when « good many gentlemen want to 
talk upon a particular Bill, not because 
they are interested in the Bill but because 
there is a baneful Bill after it, and they 
talk on the particular Bill before in order 
to prevent the one that comes after it 


‘in general, and this 


But I- 
| takes place. When the House is determined 


the right | 


the 
is to create efficiency in the House, 





verdant said I will speak for two hours, 
and I remember the terrible ordeal I 
passed through, speaking of parks 
park in par- 
But that not obstruc- 


ticular. was 


| tion. The House agreed with us that it 


was rather too late in the session to 
bring in the Bill. QGbstruction is not 
caused by speaking frequently; it is 
carried on with the consent and approval 
of the House. I have known half the 
Members of this House make promises 
to a lot of women that they will vote for 
Woman Suffrage, and when they come 


'to the House they are very anxious that 


they shall not be obliged to vote for it. 
Over and over again hon. Members have 


up and help to talk it out.” Therefore, it is 
really with the approval of the Houseand 
not against its approval that obstruction 


that there shall be legislation, that legisla- 
tion takes place. 


The Colonial Secretary told us that 
main object of this Resolution 


I entirely agree with the observations of 
the Leader of the Irish party who said, 
you will never get efficiency in this 
House so long as you try to do the work 
of 20 hours in 8 hours. The day and 
night is not enough to deal with all the 
questions in this House, and, until in fact, 
you have Home Rule you will never get 
over the difficulties you have inthis House. 


X 2 
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I was rather surprised at the Colonial 
Secretary’s ideal House of Commons and 
ideal Member. In his Radical days the 
right hon. Gentleman used to urge that 
it was desirable that this House should 
not be a House of rich men, that other 
classes, and especially the working classes, 
should be represented. But what is the 
ideal at which the right hon. Gentleman 
is now aiming? It is, that the House 
should consist of gentlemen of easy means, 
lazy in coming down to the House, able 
to go home to dine in the bosom of their 
own or somebody else’s family, and who, 
during the short periods when they are 
actually in the House should be silent 
Members. It comes to this, that the ideal 
of the Colonial Secretary is, that this 
House should consist of a number of easy- 
going wealthy persons, who will almost 
invariably pair, and who, when they do 
not pair, will hold their tongues and 


enable the Members of the Government , 


to make speeches. There is only one step 
further. Let us do away with the House 
of Commons altogether, because if every 
private Member is either paired or silent 
there will be nobody left to talk except 
Ministers themselves. ‘The Colonial Sec- 
retary further stated that he perfectly 
recognised that the Executive should be 
controlled by Parliament, but where he 
made a mistake was in saying that Par- 
liament at present has a control over 
Ministers. It has a general control; it 
can turn out Ministers ; that is perfectly 
true. But what we want is that Parlia- 
ment should have, so to speak, a Depart- 
mental control over Ministers, that when 
anything is done in a Department to 
which we object, we should have a right 
to bring it before the House. But to 
bring matters before the House it is 
necessary to make speeches. It is that 
detailed control which we really think is, 
by degrees, being taken from us. There 
is no question that the liberties, rights, or 
whatever you like to call them, offprivate 
Members have been very largely curtailed 
during past years. There was a time, not 
long ago, when always on Fridays we had 
Motions, and also on other days when the 
House went into Committee of Supply. 


Very valuable Motions were brought 
forward. They did not find approval 
with official Members, either Liberal 


or Conservative, but they found ap- 
proval outside. Questions were crystalised 


Mr. Labouchere. 


{COMMONS} 


Rules. 604 


in the country ; they were then brought 
before the House again and again, until 
in almost every case those Motions were 
passed when Liberal Ministries came into 
power. Take the Ballot, for instance. 
Mr. Berkeley used every year to bring in 
a Motion with regard to the Ballot. As 
times went on more and more Members 
voted for it, until at last the Government 
took the matter up, and Mr. Berkeley's 
occupation was gone. He took it so much 
to heart that he died almost immediately 
afterwards. 

Then there is the question of adjourn- 
ment. I ventured to interrupt the 
Colonial Secretary when he seemed to 
speak of this as a new liberty. He never 
made a greater mistake in his life. Any- 
body could move the adjournment; if 
he did not like an answer given to him 
he could make a speech and conclude with 
a Motion. The debates did not iast long, 
because the Minister would probably 
make a conciliatory reply, and the matter 
dropped, but they controlled the answers, 
because a Minister knew that if he evaded 
a question the adjournment would be 
moved. 

As to the Rules themselves, I admit that 

some of them are very good. Scmething 
must be done to alter these old-fashioned 
rules, but I object to the proposed Rules 
with regard to questions. 1 do not like 
the system of taking questions piecemeal ; 
it will practically destroy all the ‘control 
we had over Ministers It seems to me 
‘that we shall at once lose the right of 
moving the adjournment of the House 
upon definite matters of urgent public 
importance. When the First Lord of the 
Treasury was introducing the Rules, | 
asked him what would happen if a Member 
wished to move the adjournment on a 
matter which first comes to his notice at 
7.15. The right hon. Gentleman said 
“Qh, on the next occasion,” and in reply 
to another question he said the “next 
occasion” would be the following day. 
Therefore, you get an answer from a 
Minister on one evening at 7.15 ; you give 
notice of your intentions to move the 
adjournment at 2.30 the next day ; and 
you bring the matter forward at nine 
o'clock the next evening. That destroys 
the effectiveness fof the whole process by 
preventing any immediate action being 
taken. 

Then, I object to the Rule in regard to 
an apology. If you send a man to prison 
you do not expect him to apologise. 
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you said that a man should remain in | 


prison until he apologised the proposition | 
If you accept an | 
middle. 


would be laughed at. 
apology you do not punish. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that this apology would be 
aguarantee that a Member would not offend 
again. I doubt very much whether it 
would be. But assuming that to be the 
case, why punish? Your only reason for 
punishing a man isto prevent him offend- 
ing again, and if you ean secure that end, 
by insisting on an apology, why punish 
him? Ifthe right hon. Gentleman would 
give us Questions fairly and squarely, as 
they are now at the commencement of the 
sitting, and withdraw this proposal with 
regard to an apology—which I do not 
think finds favour with many Members 
even on his own side—I believe he would, 
toa great extent, ease off the opposition to 
these Rules; the Rules would be looked at 
fairly as they came up; there would be 
no desire to treat them as a party ques- 
tion, and those that we thought were for 
the benefit of the House we should be 
most ready to pass. Generally, when a 
Minister brings in a Bill or Scheme, he 
includes a certain amount of material 
which he can use for the purpose of 
“easing his ship”; that is called ‘“ mak- 
ing graceful concessions.” If the right 
hon. Gentleman has adopted that course, 
and these are the points on which he can 
make ‘“‘ graceful concessions,” the sooner 
he makes it known to us that he will 
throw these proposals overboard the 
better it will be for the remaining Rules. 

There are two other points to which I 
wish to refer. We have heard a great deal 
about the time taken in divisions. No 
doubt the time spent in walking round is 
considerable, and everybody would be 
glad to see it reduced, if possible. I have 
again and again submitted privately to 
your predecessors, Sir, to Chief Com- 
missioners, and to every authority I could 
discover, a scheme by which five minutes 
on every division could be saved. I do 
not think I could put it on the Rules, 


but I commend it to the right hon. 


Gentleman. When you go into the 
lobby, you pass through the telling 
clerks ; there are then two streams of 
Members, but only one door, and conse- 
quently the two streams meet. It stands 
to reason that if you have two streams 
going through one part of the lobby, and 


only one door through which to pass, you 
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almost double the time taken by a 
division. I would suggest that you have 
two doors there instead of the one in the 
It may be said that you would 
then require four tellers. I do not think 
you would. I have always observed that 
one teller counts, while the other looks 
on. But their is not the slightest objec- 
tion to having four tellers if it is necessary. 

Then, it has been suggested that speeches 
are sometimes very lengthy. 1 quite 
agree, and I would welcome a proposal 
that at a given time in the sitting a “Ten 
Minute Rule” should be moved, after 
which Members shouid be allowed to 
speak for not longer than ten minutes. Ten 
Members would then be able to speak in 
the time that one now sometimes occupies. 
Then I have noticed that when Gentlemen 
get on their legs they are often so en- 
amoured of their own eloquence, that 
they go on for longer than they suppose. 
I know that is sometimes my case. I get 
up with the intention of speaking for ten 
minutes, and when I sit down I find I 
have taken forty. That may please me, 
but probably the House would be better 
pleased if I limited myself to the intended 
ten minutes. My proposal is, that a large 
clock should be placed over your chair, 
Sir, so that every Member may see how 
time is going. I venture to make these 
two suggestions, believing that, if they 
were adopted, the time occupied by both 
divisions and speeches would be greatly 
reduced. (8.0.) 


(8.50.) Mr. GALLOWAY (Manches- 
ter, S.W.) saidthat the hon. Member who 
last addressed the House had some fault 
to find with the Government proposals, 
because of three objections he raised. 
First, because the Government had done 
nothing to put down obstruction which 
he said had existed from the times of the 
Roman Empire. Probably no hon. 
Member in this House was more able to 
discuss all questions brought before it 
than the hon. Member, and he was bound 
to admit that the hon. Gentleman made 
a very amusing and full use of his oppor- 
tunities ; but he had been unable to show 
in any way why the Government had 
failed in achieving the objects they had in 
view. He thought that before criticisms 


of that kind where offered, the critics 
should have some suggestions of their 
own to 


make The hon. Gentleman 
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was understood to have some marvellous 
and fancy way of expediting divisions by 
which Members were to gallop through 
the lobbies, and divisions, instead of 
occupying ten or twelve minutes would 
only take half that time. He was far from 
denying that the time taken up by 
divisions was a very serious matter, but 
it had its advantages. In some respects, 
and on some occasions, it must be desir- 
able to curtail these divisions, but on the 
other hand when they were not frivilously 
taken, not much fault was to be found 
with them. 

Then the hon. Gentlemen suggested 
that all hon. Members should only be 
allowed to speak for ten minutes. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): After a certain 
period. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said he did not 
follow when that period was to begin; 


but the hon. Member, having suggested | 


that after an imaginary period all Mem- 
bers should only be allowed to talk for 
ten minutes, proceeded himself to speak 
for thirty-five minutes. He found no 
fault with the hon. Member for speaking 


for thirty-five minutes, but he held that | 
the hon. Member should set an example | 


of his own rule. Passing to the Motion 
before the House, he was bound to admit 
that when he read the Amendment of 
the Leader of the Opposition he felt 
inclined to support it; but when he 
began to give the subject mature con- 
sideration, and 
debates on the Rules of Procedure in 
1882, he found very good cause for 
deciding to vote against the Amendment. 
The right hon. Gentleman suggested 
that the new Rules should be referred to 
a Select Committee. But what kind of 
Select Committee would the right hon. 
Gentleman suggest? He did not approach 
the subject in a party spirit, for this was 
a matter which concerned the whole 
House and not any particular section of 
it. The right hon. Gentleman meant 
that 'the Select Committee should be 
appointed in the same way as all Select 
Committees are. It would consist of 
15, 17, or 21 Members, the majority 
drawn from the Government side of the 
House. Now, he could not see, for his 
part, what advantage would be gained by 


Mr. Galloway. 
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to look back to the | 
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a Committee of that kind to consider 
the proposals of the Government, when 
the majority of the Committee were 
supporters of the Government. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): 
Sometimes members of Committees think 
for themselves. 





Mr. GALLOWAY said he fully admit- 
| ted the force of the remark ; but he had 
'served on five or six Select Committees 
| to consider Bills far removed from Party 
| considerations, such as Bills dealing with 
| public health, and yet the proceedings 
| degenerated into a Party struggle in the 
end. In 1882 Mr. Gladstone introduced 
certain new Rules of Procedure, the 
principal one of which was the introduc- 
tion of the closure and the rearrangement 
of the business of the House. Sir 
Stafford Northcote, then Leader of the 
Opposition, asked Mr. Gladstone what 
course he proposed -to take in regard to 
_ the discussion of the new Rules. In reply 
| Mr. Gladstone, than whom there was no 
| man in the whole history of the country 
| who held in more respect the traditions 
of this House and its ancient privileges, 
| used these words— 








| “It was generally admitted last year that 
the efforts of the House to adjust this matter 
| by a conference of Members themselves in a 
| long series of Committees had heen futile and 
| ineffective. and that it remained to be con- 
| sidered whether, by putting into operation 


| that degree of influence which the House is 
| always inclined for the public interest to accord 


| to the Government of the day, it might be 
| possible to put the Question into a channel 
which would he more likely to lead to a sue- 
| cessful issue.” 

| Hethought that such testimony coming 
tom such a man, ought to have weight 
with all of them. The Select Committee 
_ would no doubt delay the matter for a 
year, but it might lead to a solution at 
| the end of that period. They should not 
approach the proposed rules with any 
| desire to minimise their effects. So far 
}as he had been able to study them, he 
thought they would mean a great 
revolution in parliamentary procedure, 
and probably no time of the House would 
be more revolutionised than the time he 
was occupying in addressing the House. 
There would be an adjournment from 
8 o'clock until 9 o'clock, and_ that 
was the very interval which had generally 
been utilised by the younger Members 
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the House. 
heartily the proposals of the Government, 
he regretted that the opportunity which | 
the younger Members now possessed 
would be taken away from them, and | 
some of them might be consequently | 
deterred from taking part in the debates 
at all. Again, it was most important 
that the Government should have regard 
for the business members who were 
engaged in the active pursuit of trade. 
He thought that the proposed transfer- 
ence of the Wednesday sitting to Friday 
would give them facilities for sitting in| 
the House, and, at the same time, not 
losing control of their businesses. It was | 
to be regretted, however, that the | 
Government did not take a further 
step. and had not proposed to take the 
whole of Tuesday instead of taking the. 
whole of Monday. It would make no 
difference to the Government, but it 
would make a great difference to hon. 
Members who had to travel up from the 
country. It was his intention to propose 
such an Amendment at the proper 
time. 

His right hon. friend, in submitting 
his proposals to the House, said that 


the biggest of them was the new 
arrangement with reference to the 


report stage of Bills. He however 
ventured to think that that was not 
the biggest proposal. It seemed to him, 
from the point of view of the efficiency 
of Parliament, and of making the House 
of Commons an effective instrument for 
the government of the country, that the | 
biggest proposals were the two which 
insured that the business set down to 
begin at a certain hour should begin at 
that hour, and the facilities with regard 
to Bills referred to Grand Committees. 
Some of his hon. friends appeared afraid 
of the latter proposal, because they 
believed it was going to give increased 
opportunity for the passing of what might 
be obnoxious Government measures. He 
entirely differed from that view. He 
believed in the first place if any measure 
were proposed which was really of an 
obnoxious character—he did not use 
the phrase in an offensive sense—_ 
but if a measure were likely to be) 
bad in the interests of the country | 
that there was no form of Rules which 
could be proposed which would in any | 
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While he supported most | 


‘of the Government that 


| established would be broken down. 
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way be instrumental in getting the 
country to accept it without thorough 
and ample discussion in Parliament. It 
was only by having the assent of the 
country behind them, that they could 
hope to pass legislation which would be 
effectual in its operation, and therefore, he 
did not look on the proposals with any 
misgiving, and he believed that the effect 


of the working of the new Rules would 
increase the efficiency of 


the House. 
The question of increased facilities for 
referring Bills to Grand Committees, was, 
however, he thought, the most serious 
part of his right hon. friend’s proposals. 
By that Rule every Bill read a second 
time might be referred to a Grand 
Committee, provided always that the 
Member in charge of the Bill had stated 
his intention of so moving. That would 
practically mean that every Bill which 
passed a Second Reading ona Wednesday 
afternoon would be referred to a Grand 
Committee. Only on the previous 


afternoon a Bill which had _ passed its 


Second Reading would certainly have been 


‘referred to a Grand Committee had the 


Rule been passed. He was glad to hear 
his right hon. friend that afternoon say 
in answer to a quesiton with reference to 
the Deceased Wife's Sister Bill that the 
object of a Grand Committee was not 
that contentious measures might be 


| committed to it, but that non-contentious 


measures should be referred to it. In 
1882 Mr. Gladstone would never have 
got his Grand Committees if he had not 
explicitly stated that it was the intention 
only non- 
contentious Bills should be referred to 
them. A great many private Members’ 
Bills were of a very contentious character, 
and if all of them had to be referred to 
Grand Committees on passing Second 
Reading, the principle which Mr. Gladstone 
The 
proposal introduced an entirely new 
system, and the Grand Committees would 
be utterly incapable of dealing with all 
the Bills which would be referred to 
them if the Rule were passed, as they 


could not possibly have the time necessary 


for their proper consideration. or 


‘instance, the discussion of the Factories 


Bill in the Grand Committee last session 
was of a very protracted—he did not say 
unduly protracced—character, and if 
they were to have similiar discussions 
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on such measures as the Women’s Suffrage | there was some misapprehension, and 


Bill or the Rating of Machinery Bill, how 


would it be possible for Grand Com- | 
in the case of a time Amendment only 


mittees to carry out the work which 
would be laid upon them, as thoroughly 
as that work was now carried out? It 


might be argued that the proposal was | 
'to vote both for the Amendment and 


merely a return to the old system which 
existed previous to 1882, when such Bills 


were considered by a Committee of the | 


Whole House with the Chairman in the 
chair. He did not believe that such a 
proposal would now be entertained, 
because if a Committee of the Whole 


which was not thoroughly understood, 
the right hon. Gentleman had said that 


one division would be allowed, but that 
in the case of a ‘‘ reasoned’? Amendment 
it was quite possible for an hon. Member 


the Bill itself, and in that case two 
Amendments would be allowed, and there 


| the right hon. Gentleman left the matter 


House had to sit from say 11 o'clock | 


to 2 o'clock, it would be impossible to 
carry on the business of the Select Com- 
mittees and Private Bill Legislation apart 
altogether from the convenience of Mem- 
bers. Then again if hon. Gentlemen knew 
that some Government Bill to which they 
objected was going to be discussed in 


he did not explain what a “reasoned” 
Amendment was. 


Mr. DILLON: Everybody knows. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: The bon. Member 
says everybody knows. If he is able to 


' define that statement, I am bound to admit 


Grand Committee, they would take care | 


to have a full minute and 


detailed | 


discussion on some other Bill standing | 


before it. That might be got over by the 


Government proposing some means of | 
‘that definition was right, then the right 


giving precedence to their Bills before the 
Grand Committees. His right hon. friend 


the Leader of the House said he hoped he | 
a second division ; and the right hon. Gen- 


was going to hear no more of the protests 
against the Motions he had to make taking 
the time of the House from the hon. 
Member tor Kings Lynn, the hon. 
Member for 
Members, but if his right hon. friend 


Waterford and other hon. | 


desired to be relieved from that unpleasant | 


position he must adopt a different course, 
because complaints such as he had referred 
to would have considerable force as far as 
the Grand Committees were concerned, 
and the last position of his right hon. 
friend would be worse than his present 
position. He believed that the only 
logical devolution was that which was 
proposed to the hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Irish Party, if it was 
necessary to adopt such a system, but he 
was averse to any such plan. He would 
rather that the House should remain as it 
was, even if less legislation were passed, 
and that legislation should be properly 
discussed in the House itself rather than 


| 


{ 
| 


| 


| 


| 
| 
| 


{should be 


my ineapacity to undersiand what it 
means. 


Mr. DILLON: It is an Amendment 
stating any question except a direct 
negative. 


Mr. GALLOWAY contended that if 


hon. Gentleman was wrong in saying that 
5 . fo} 
under the new Rules there could not be 


tleman did not stand alone in his mistake, 
for The Times of this morning had fallen 
into the same error. In regard to the 
proposed new arrangement about ques- 
tions, he was bound to admit that he did 
not approach that subject with any degree 
of favour. It was quite true that a cer- 
tain number of supplementary Questions 
might well be limited within a narrower 
scope than they were in at present, but, 
on the other hand, he did not think the 
supplementary Questions upon matters 


‘involving important questions of policy 


limited. | Supplementary 
Questions with regard to policemen 
and postmen might well be limited, but 
in the recollection of the House right 
hon. Gentlemen had got up and thanked 
hon. Members for drawing attention to 
questions which the hon. Member had 
only been able to point out by way ofa 
supplementary Question. There was 


they should parcel out their duties to the | another point with regard to this matter. 
small sections of hon. Members who} The hon. Member for Northampton had 


might sit on Grand Committees. 


pointed to a case where a Question might 


With regard to the new proposal as to} be asked by an hon. Member, and the 
divisions on Second Readings,about which | answer given by the Minister might 


Mr. Galloway. 
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justify the hon. Member in moving the 
adjournment of the House. Under the 
new Rules an hon. Member could not ask 
for leave to move the adjournment until 


2 o'clock on the following day, and he | 


could not bring on his Motion until 9 
o'clock. Under those circumstances, 
would any hon. Member be entitled to 
put down a Motion blocking the Motion 
which the hon. Member was to move 
next day? liso, it would be very unfair 
to the hon. 


He thought that that was a point which | 


ought to be cleared up. There were only 


two other points he wished to deal with. | 


The new Rules practically did away with 
the Report stage of a Bill by confining 
the right of moving Amendments on the 


Report stage to the hon. Member in| 


charge of the Bill, the desire being, 
according to the right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury, to avoid 
the repetition of the discussion which 
took place on the Committee stage. Such 
a thing might be good or bad, but for 
his part he was of opinion that very 
often a second discussion of the same 
subject matter did a good deal of good, 
as was instanced by the discussions of 
the previous Friday and Monday, the 
second discussion on the Monday then 
clearing up matters which had been left 
ina very hazy condition by the discus- 
sion on the previous Friday. He did not 
think it was right that only the Minister 
in charge of the Bill should have the 
power to move Amendments on the 
Report stage, as it was placing him on a 
pinnacle above the rest of the House, and 
it would be a very unfortunate thing if 
such a hard and fast rule was allowed to 
pass without modifications. 

The only other point he would like to 
urge upon the Government was that 
raised by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition. Under the 
new Rules and 
House was to sit from 2 to 12 on four 


consecutive days, with only an hour’s | 


interval in each sitting. He submitted it 
would be impossible to expect the 
officials of the House to do their 
work efficiently under such a strain 
as that. If he might be allowed to say so, 
the occupant of the Chair, than whom no 
previous occupant was more distinguished, 


would have no time to himself, because | 
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Member who wished to | 
move the adjournment of the House. | 


new Time Table the | 
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|not only had he to preside over 
|the deliberations of the House, but 
'there was a large amount of work 


'which he had of necessity to attend 
to at times when the House was 
‘not sitting. Therefore, his view was 
' that no alteration should be made in the 
way of changing the date of the short 
sitting from Monday to Friday. He 
| should, however, vote against the Amend- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman and 
|support the Government in their main 
proposals, because he believed, if carried 
| out, they would promote the efficiency of 
the House, and do much to remove the 
belief that hon. Members were either un- 
willing or incapable of the efficient per- 
formance of their duties. 


(9.10.) Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aher- 
| deenshire, W.) said that he agreed with 
the view that these Rules would bring 
about a revolution in the proceedings of 
the House. As an old private Member, 
whose privileges were gravely and 
seriously interfered with, and would per- 
haps be damaged and destroyed by the 
proposals now before the House, he wished 
to point out that the only opportunity of 
engaging in the discussions would be 
taken away. He had heard many sensible 
speeches made during the dinner hour, 
when an hon. Member was listened to 
with toleration by the Speaker and one 
|other Member, who were usually a re- 
spectful and courteous audience. He 
thanked the right hon. Gentleman for the 
courtesy and tact with which he had in- 
troduced these proposals to the House, and 
‘believed that if the right hon. Gentleman 
had taken a division immediately after his 
speech nobody would have voted against 
them. The right hon. Gentleman had told 
the House very properly that his inten- 
tion was to free the wheels of the parlia- 
mentary machine, to increase the expedi- 
tion of public business, and add to the 
happiness of hon. Members. They had since 
been told that the great point was the 
convenience of the whole House. He 
thought the present attractions of the 
House were sufficient in themselves, and 
that the new Rules would not add anything 
to the comfort of the House. He had 
listened with great pleasure to the speech 
of the hon. Member the Leader of the 
Irish Party, with a great part of which, 
| however, he did not quite agree. 

He did not think the evil desease 








615 New Procedure 
known as creeping paralysis had really 
affected the house as yet, although the 
palmy days of Peel and Palmerston, when 
there were many silent members, were 


over. Things had quite changed now. As | 


the right hon. Gentleman had told them 
a very large number of hon. Members 
were trained men of business, and they 
were sincerely desirous of taking part in 
the work of the country. They were all 
desirous of speaking occasionally in order 
to lay before the House the wants and 
wishes of their constituencies. He had 
sat for twenty-one years in Parliament, 
and he remembered that in the year 
1885 they were engaged fighting the 
Irish Members. They were then exposed 
to enormous difficulties and complications, 
and at that time they had no rules of 
procedure and nothing to help them, and 
he never heard during that period that 
there was any difficulty in carrying on 
the business of the House, and he 
thought Parliament had plenty of time 
now if the business was properly arranged. 
He accused the Leader of the House of 
not arranging their proceedings in a 
businesslike way. Every year they had the 
King’s Speech, and over it there was 
always great cry and uncommonly little 
wool. The Government contrived to 


take up most of the time, and at the end | 


of the year there occurred the annual 
‘‘massacre of the innocents” by which 
the Bills of hon. Members were destroyed 
and strangled. He thought it was mere 
cant and humbug to pretend that the 
House of Commons was a hard-worked 
body, for he did not think there was a 
greater loafing place in the United 
Kingdom than the House of Commons. 
The proposals before the 
might be called a Loafers Relief Bill. 
The House met, asa rule, for about six 
months in the year, they took about four 
weeks holiday, and they had _ oppor- 
tunities of pairing, and could that be 
ealled hard work as compared with the 
labours of professional men like doctors, 


lawyers, and the clergy? Could it be | 


called hard work to get to the House at 
3 o'clock in the afternoon and go home 


by the last train on the underground | 


railway ? Anything more ludicrous than 


to say they were over-worked was im- | 
possible to find, for they were at present | 


the laughing stock of all the civilised 
nations of the world. 


Dr. Farquharson, 
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Some of the rules connected with private 
business were good, and he cordially 
thanked the right hon. Gentleman for hav- 
ing brought them in, but many of the rules 
introduced were very bad. Agreat many of 
them were strongly against the private 
Member, who was hit very heavily, 
although he may not have been aimed at. 
He wished to know what was the reason for 
this change in regard to questions. Was 
| that not their sole remaining privilege ? 
| Private Members had been filched of 
| their privileges more and more every 
| year, and they were gradually being 
|abolished to such an extent that in 
| future years the private Member would 
become as extinct as the dodo or the 
hawk’s egg. He wondered that any- 
body should have the audacity to touch 
what was their main refuge. They were 
familiar in Scotland with what was known 
as “heckling,” which was simply a cross- 
|examination by his constituents of the 
Member of Parliament about the various 
points upon which he had been enlighten- 
ing them in his speech. He had seen 
enormous benefit done by the heckling of 
| Members of Parliament at election time. 
| He had also seen enormous advantages in 
| the House of Commons from the cross- 
-examination of Members on the front 
Ministerial Bench by means of Questions. 
| Parochial Questions had been objected to, 
| but they could not always be dealing with 
| Imperial matters. They frequently had 
| Questions put from below the gangway 
| concerning Ireland, and although English 
/and Scotch Members did not take much 
interest in them, the Irish Members did. 
Those things were brought forward to get 
| information, and he had seen good results 
| brought about by the cross-examination 
of Members of the Government. In this 
way they got a good many promises, and 
occasionally performances. What advan- 
tage would the Government get from this 
change in the Question time? He under- 
stood that Questions were to be “starred ” 
at the option of hon. Members, and the 
result would be that every Question 
| would be starred, and he could not see 
| the advantage which Ministers were going 

to get out of that arrangement. The 
time-table would be to commence at two, 
/and go on till 7.15. Then Questions 
would come on till eight. At eight 
o'clock they would go away to dinner for 
/an hour. Hon. Members would go 
| through a hurried dinner, get dyspepsia, 
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and come back in a very bad temper, and 
the work would go on badly afterwards. 
Then they would leave the House at mid- | 
night, and get into all sorts of troubles and 
discomforts at home. Probably, the new | 
cook might have been found hopelessly | 
drunk under the kitchen dresser. They | 
ought to dine at the House of Commons, to 
avoid all those domestic troublesand discom- 
forts. With regard to supplementary Ques- 
tions, he should like to ask where would 
the Fourth Party have been had it not 
been for supplementary Questions? They 
all knew how the members of that Party | 
worried the Government, and where would | 
that Party have been but for the process 
of supplementary Questions which was 
now going to be so summarily checked by 
this new method of procedure. 

He did not at all like the pro- 
posed change in the hour of meeting. 
Their great glory in the House of 
Commons was that they were not profes- 
sional politicians. They had in the | 
House lawyers, not many doctors, mer- 
chants, and all kinds of people who 
wished to do their work first in the City. If 
these professional and business men had the 
obligation imposed upon them of coming 
to the House at two o'clock, it would be 
very hard upon them. With regard to 
Committees, he was a member of the 
Committee of Selection, and they had 
very great difficulty at present in carry- 
ing on their work. The difficulties were 
not so great as they used to be, because 
there were in the House at present a 
number of young Members who wanted 
to work, and they would not receive 
these new Rules with approval, for they 
did not wish to go away for week ends. 
He was an outsider, and the outsiders often 
saw most of the game. With reference 
tothe dinner hour, the right hon. Gentle- 
man the First Lord said he hoped that 
no one would sneer at the arrangement 
for the dinner hour, unless he could 
show to the satisfaction of the House that 
he had dined here at least once a week 
during his Parliamentary career. When 
the Liberals were in office he always 
made it an obligation to dine at the 
House at least twice a week. This was an 
unostentatious way of doing public service, 
and getting a cheap dinner at the same 
time, which, as a frugal Scotchman, he 
did not despise. All that some hon. 
Members wanted was to get out of the 
House, and once they got out they did | 
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not return. Under these new arrange- 
ments what was to become of their dinner 
parties? Would hon. Members ask their 
wives or other people’s wives to dinner ? 
What was to become of the Kitchen Com- 
mittee and their elaborate dining arrange- 
ments ? He considered that under these 
Rules the private Member would be finally 
abolished, and that their occupation in 
the future would be that of simply mark- 
ing time, of walking through the division 
lobbies, and of listening to the words of 


| wisdom that fell, occasionally at somewhat 


copious length, from the lips of the Mem- 
bers on the Front Bench. He did not 
think these Rules would be good for the 
Ministers, because the interval for dinner 
would be like the meal they got at York 
when travelling North, which had to be 
devoured in twenty minutes, after which 
they generally spent the remainder of the 
journey struggling with the dyspepsia 
which followed from the hurried way in 
which they had flung the food into their 
stomachs. He acknowledged that the 
Speaker had always done his best to let 
the small and humble Members have an 
opportunity of addressing the House. 
He had listened with much interest to 
the speech of the Leader oj the Irish Party, 
who had spoken words of wisdom, and he 
agreed with him that they were simply 
nibbling at the fringe of this great 
question. There was only one remedy 
for the paralysing conditions under which 
they were now doing their work, and 
that was devolution. They could call it 


‘Home Rule if they liked, but the only 


remedy was that Ireland should manage 
her own affairs as well as Scotland, Wales, 
and England. 


(9.35.) Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire. 
Stretford): The hon. Member who has 
just sat down has described these proposals 
as the Loafers Relief Bill, and he has 
said that not only will they destroy 
all the rights of private Members 
but that as regards the Government they 
will be found to be most inconvenient 
for Ministers. I will not follow the hon. 
Member in this direction, because it ap- 
pears to me that we are engaged in the 
consideration of one of the most import- 
ant topics that can possibly be brought 
forward. I think we are apt to forget 
how extremely important it is that in 
prestige and position the House of Com- 
mons should not in any way lose ground 
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as it has been losing ground in recent | 
It is not only that the House of | interposition of that common element 


years. 
Commons is a great representative As- 
sembly which we are proud of, but it is 
that it is the real centre of our political | 
life and industry, it is the centre of our | 
Empire and our nation, and anyone who | 
looks to the real future, either as regards 
Imperial or national interests, cannot 
come to any other conclusion than that 
this question of procedure now before 
the House of Commons is above all other | 
questions at the present moment. After 
all, it does not matter so very much 
whether you pass an Act one session or | 
the next, but once let this House lose its 
hold upon the affections and loyalty of | 
the people, once let it be thought that 
we cannot carry out the great functions | 
committed to our charge, I for one 
should be inclined to despair of the 
future of the British Empire. There is 
no substitute for Parliament as the govern- 
ing authority in this country, and I am 
sure everyone will approach this ques- 
tion from the point of view of the hon- 
our of the House above everything else. 
It is not a matter of Government, it is 
not amatter of Party, and still less is 
it a question which has so often been 
debated in this House and so thoroughly 
misunderstood—and I say this in the 
presence of the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn—of everlasting discussion between 
the Government on the one side and 
the private Member on the other, for I 
believe that their interests are identical 
in making this House better able to carry 
out its work. I never can appreciate 
how private Members get any benefit 
from a system which prevents them 
taking any practical part in real dis- 
cussion, and which only enables them to 
make academic speeches at any time. 
There are two subjects to which I will 
refer. All matters of detail will have to 
be discussed on a future occasion. 
First of all, we have had the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition, but I will pass that 
speech by for the moment, because I 
believe that what he enunciated will be 
accepted by a very large number of 
hon. Members on both sides of the 
House. The objection I have to his 
speech is, that after telling us the 
principles upon which reforms of our 
procedure ought to go, he asks us at the 
same time to postpone the considera- 


Mr. Cripps. 
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tion of those reforms indefinitely by the 


of postponement, namely, a Select 
Committee, which really means the 
postponement of this question until 
the Greek Kalends. The hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford said he 
would support that particular proposal, 
because it meant getting rid of the 
question for the present session. [ 
‘annot understand any one supporting 
the suggestion to refer these Rules toa 
Committee unless he desires to pospone 
all reforms of our procedure. I entirely 
differ from what was said by the Leader 
of the Opposition on this point. There 
were certain points raised by the hon. 


' and learned Member for Waterford, which 


I think are deserving of the most serious 
He said that a creeping 
paralysis was coming over this House, 
and to a certain extent that is true. But 
my point is that you cannot have a more 
eloquent plea-than that for the immediate 
necessity of a reform of our procedure. 
What is said is, that any reform of our 
procedure will be ineffective, unless you 
have something in the nature of 
devolution like Home Rule. That is not 
a topic I am going into now, although | 
join issue upon it. Ido not believe that 
the House of Commons is incapable of 
dealing with business in which the 
country is really interested. If there is 
any measure required, the House of 
Commons can deal with it, and it is absurd 
to reproach the House of Commons 
because in any one session we cannot 
deal with every fad which every hon. 
Member may bring forward. However 
perfect we may have an Assembly of this 
kind, we still shall have, and we still 
ought to have, a large number of matters 
not ripe for immediate legislative action, 
but being discussed in order that, by 
means of that discussion and in the 
process of time, our opinions may become 
sufficiently clear, and finally we may pass 
some measure of usefulness. I should 
strongly deprecate any condition of things 
in which an Assembly of this kind had 
not before it several questions not ripe for 
legislation, and which no Government 
having responsibility would bring forward 
until they reached a riper stage. We 
ought to stick in this House to our 
legislative duties. I did not mind any 
devolution of administrative duties, but I 


hold strongly that it is wrong and unsafe 
and unnecessary to devolute what are 
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really legislative duties to any other body 
outside Parliament itself. I think the 
first principle which must override all 


others in the consideration of any question 


of this sort, is to put ourselves in the best 
possible position to get through the 
business necessarily committed to our 
charge. We have heard something about 
academic discussions. I think the first 
consideration of an Assembly of this kind, 
in reference to which the claims of our 
Empire are constantly increasing, in which 
the claims upon our business capacity 
grow from year to year, is to carry out 
the business committed to our charge. 
That, in my opinion, is the first necessity. 
That cannot properly be carried out in an 
Assembly of this kind without we allow 
ample opportunities for free discussion, or, 
to use the expression employed by the 
Leader of the Opposition, for “diffused 
discussion. ” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I said “ diffused control.” 


Mr. CRIPPS: I will not quarrel about 
terms. One of the great duties of this 
House is to deal with matters which are 
important in the sense that they affect 
the lives, the industries, and the interests 
of various classes in this country. One 
of our great duties is to thoroughly 
discuss these questions in order to under- 
stand the principles in reference to which 
we are going to effect some great con- 
stitutional change. What we want to 
bring about is, not that the private 
Member should have more opportunities 
for academic discussions, but that those 
interested in each particular topic and 
who represent the views of their con- 
stituents upon it should have a fair 
opportunity of being heard in this House 
at the time the discussion takes place and 
before that particular legislative measure 
passes into law. That, to my mind, is an 
extremly important thing, both as regards 
free discussion, and, what is equally im- 
portant, the attraction of this House to 
Members who are only too willing to do 
their work here if they have an 
opportunity of doing it. What kills 
the private Member is not any want 
of patriotism, but the fact that he never 
gets a chance of carrying out those duties 
which are committed to his charge, and 
which he ought properly to fulfil as a 
Member of this House. 

Starting from that point of view, let me 
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(say why the present conditions are so 
‘unsatisfactory. We have a _ tyrannous 
thraldom in regard to what I may call 
license of speech in this House instead of 
free discussion, which can only be obtained 
by finding opportunities for it. It does 
not mean freedom in the sense in which 
I use the term. A comparatively small 
number of Members can monopolise the 
time of the House,and in my opinion 
those who advocate so strongly at the 
present time private Members’ rights— 
‘and I do not believe in the term—are 
just those who exercise thraldom over 
others by monopolising a great part of the 
time at our disposal. That I thoroughly 
protest against. As to private Members, 
what I claim is that you should give 
us such Rules and time for the transaction 
of our business that we who are private 
Members may each have an opportunity and 
afairchance of being heard on the ques- 
tions in which we are specially interested. 
Let me call attention to this consideration. 
You cannot have both. You cannot have 
sufficient time to allow private Members 
to take part in the real legislative work 
of the House, and, at the same time, 
grant these constant opportunities for 
academical discussions. You have only 
twenty-four hours in the day, and you 
have only so many days on which the 
House can meet. You must take your 
choice, and I put it to the House as a 
whole, and not to one side or the other, 
what is the greatest advantage of free 
discussion? It is that you ought to 
have the business transacted at a time 
when the maximum possible chance 
| would be given to the various private 
Members to take the part they are 
entitled to in the discussion, and, if 
possible, to make their weight felt in the 
legislation of the country. We must face 
it. We have got a choice, and I say that 
the so-called rights of private Members 
are nothing more than the abominable 
tyranny of the few interfering with free 
discussion as regards the mass of 
Members of the House. 

Let me say one or two words in regard 
to the particular changes proposed. The 
most important of them by tar, in my 
opinion, is the allocation of time, because 

unless you find that you have sufficient 
| time for the transaction of business, you 
‘cannot have an opportunity of real dis- 
‘cussion. You will only have again a 
| tendency to closure sensible people before 
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the matter is discussed, or you will have two o’clock rule, unless this bogey about 
to run through the discussion with that business and professional men. I should 
most formidable of all penances, the all- like business and professional men to be 
night sitting. It is putting the House polled, and to ask them whether they 
on a fair business basis to allocate would have the business hour earlier or 
sufficient time for our real business. this everlasting putting off that goes on 
The suggestion is, that we are to meet from day to day at the present time. [ 
at two o'clock. It has been suggested am certain that their answer would be: 
against that proposal, that certain busy ‘Give usa reform of the Rules, and let 
people—I think the profession to which us know what business is coming on, 
I belong has been mentioned—would be and we will be ready to come down and 
incommoded by an arrangement of that do it.” So much for the alteration as 
kind. lam a fairly busy lawyer, and Isay, regards time. 
without hesitation, that Iam strongly in ‘There is one point on which I certainly 
favour of meeting at two o'clock. I would joinissue very strongly with the right hon. 
like to give my reasons for it. It is better Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition. 
for a business man to know when any He seemed tothink that it was an insult to 
particular business coming on. There this House to use what is called a time- 
is nothing more exhausting or degrading table. I would like to ask whether any 
to the intellect than to find that you have effective business is ever done but upon 
passed the dinner hour before the matter the time-table principle. Is it to be said 
in which you are interested comes on. that it is an insult to this House 
It is that that disgusts the professional that we should adopt what is the 
and the business man. Wewillingly give merest primary foundation of _ busi- 
up our time, but we protest against the ness life—namely, that we should 
waste of it. It is a waste of mental and | know beforehand, as nearly as_ possible, 
physical vigour, with no true product at | what we have to do and the special time 
all. It is proposed to meet at two o'clock, , allocated for doing it ? 
and we know that our work outside There is the next head, as to what is 
this House does not generally end_ called the simplification of procedure. 1 
until four. But every man who do not know that I agree with all the 
is worth a farthing, and comes here, | proposals, but at this stage I pass them 
knows that he must make sacrifices in by as questions of detail for later discus- 
theinterestofthe House. Itisnottoomuch %10n. If they tend to simplify our pro- 
to ask people from to time to sacrifice their | cedure, no one will be a greater advocate 
other duties and avocations, because this | of them than myself. Tam sure that this 
House ought to have the first claim on matter will be, without Government 
every Member in it. My feeling towards | pressure, settled on what I may call the 
this House is this: If you have a conflict | best and most businesslike basis. 
of duties, and if you have to consider The next point is orderly conduct. I 
whether you ought to be busy here oe | feel very strongly on that question. I 
elsewhere, undoubtedly this House has ae be ashamed if, fas I thought the 
the first claim, and no Member of the | 2°" Member for Waterford indicated, 
Sieuen, in may opinion, is entitled to com- we were making rules for orderly conduct 
: ; against any particular section of the 
plain of the hour fixed, if that hour | House. [A Nationauist Member: “Is 
obliges him 50 ‘come down here because | there any doubt of it ? "| That is not my 
he is specially interested in some debate. opinion. I think in this House we ought 
It is his duty to do it, and he ought tO to have no differences as regards sections. 
look upon it as a privilege to doit. I) We ought merely to think, one and all of 
am the last who would wish to expel | ys, what is best for the prestige and 
either business or professional men, but | honour of the House to which we all think 
the way to keep them is to put the! ita great privilege to belong. Now, what 
business rules on a footing which would | are the questions as regards conduct? I 
make them feel that they are doing some | would simply apply the same rule as you 
good, and not wasting their time in vain | do in all other matters, neither more nor 
repetition, and never coming to thej less. I would consider whether the 
business in which they are interested. | penalty is likely to be deterrent, whether 
I have not heard any criticism against the | it is likely to prevent the repetition of 
Mr. Cripps. 
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what brings disgrace on our proceedings 
in this House ; and if it is likely to be 
deterrent I should certainly advocate the 
penalty. I do not think the penalty 
suggested by the Government is either 
too harsh or too severe. But if anyone 
can show that it has a vindictive as against 
a deterrent element, I certainly would not 
support it as a matter of principle. But 
we want to prevent the repetition of 
these disgraceful scenes. [Cries of “ Last 
night,” and ‘“‘ Order, order!”’] I will not 
be led away by discussions of that kind. 
The hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford gave to my mind a very strong 
argument in favour of the “apology.” 
Now what is the apology? It is an 
apology to the House itself for having 
done something to bring the House into 
disgrace and disrepute, and is it too 
much to ask any Gentleman who, as a 
Member of the House, has brought it into 
disgrace and disrepute, that he should 
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express his sincere sorrow for having | 
done so? That is the whole point. Let 
me assume that some one is unwilling to 
do that. I for one would take the | 
responsibility of keeping a man out of the | 
House until he recognised his duty to the | 
House and was willing to apologise for | 
the conduct that disgraced it. What we b 
feel as regards British Members I believe | 
all Members feel. 
disloyalty of even the Irish Members. 
think they have an affection for in 
House, although they seem to disregard | 
it. Let us louk to the honour of the | 
House as an heirloom handed down to us ; | 
let us, in approaching these Rules have that | 
one leading factor before us, putting out of | 
sight all minor considerations ; ; let us feel | 
that the honour of this House is safe i in | 
our hands, because we have adapted our | 
procedure to the requirements of modern | 
development. 


(10.0.) Sir CHARLES DILKE said the 
question before the House was whether 
these new Rules should be referred to a 
Select Committee according to the usual, 
though not absolutely unbroken practice. 
It had not been remarked that the 
Government were, to some extent, mas- 
querading in the cast-off clothes of the 
late Mr. W. H. Smith. A considerable 
number of the proposals brought before 
the House by these new Rules were by 
no means new. They were first pro- 
and 





pounded in 1888, and abandoned ; 


I do not believe in the 
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later in the session of 1888 a Select Com- 
mittee sat on what was nominally the 
financial procedure of the House, but 
which considered some of the proposals 
he had referred to. One of the grounds 
for taking that action was that the House 
might have an opportunity of learning 
the opinions of the Speaker, who had 
great authority and experience, and also 
of the clerks at the Table, who advised 
him. The clerks, or some of them, had 
no doubt, been consulted in regard to 
these rules; but hon. Members had no 
means of knowing whether the Rules 
as they now stood, expressed the views 
of the Officers of the House, and had no 
means of examining them, nor had 
they any means of knowing the views 
of Mr. Speaker. Now, the proposal 
before the House formed the larges tchange 
in the Rules ever made at a single time. 
The case for referring to a Select Com- 
mittee such a large change in the Rules of 
Procedure was a strong one; but the hon. 
Member for South West Manchester and 
| the Colonial Secretary had brought for- 
ward, as a conclusive argument against 
that view, that in 1882 the Closure was 
brought forward without reference to a 
Select Committee. There was something 
to be said on that. The Closure had 
been fully and exhaustively considered 
by a Committee four years before that 
time, in 1878, of which Sir Stafford 
Northcote was Chairman, and the present 
Leader of the House and the late 
| Mr. Parnell were Members; and the 
| Committee examined the Speaker and 
| the Clerks at great length. After taking 
the evidence of all those great authorities 
on the subject that Committee adopted 
'a Resolution, not against the Closure, but 
saying that the time had not come to 
adopt it “at present.” 

The hon. and learned Member for. the 
Stretford Division thought that these 
great changesin the Procedure of the House 
were necessary because the House of Com- 
mons was losing ground. Was there any 
reason for that assertion? Undoubtedly, 
the proceedings of the House of Commons 
were less fully reported in the Press than 
they were some years ago, but that did 
not, in itself, imply that the House of 
Commons was losing ground. Nor 
would any one assert that the House 
of Commons was losing ground as re- 


garded the ability of its Members. It 
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was a well-known fact that in Mr. / but if the measure under discussion was 
Gladstone’s ‘opinion the House of | a Liquor Licensing Bill or an Education 
Commons had steadily and conspiciously | Bill, the hon. and learned Gentleman 
improved in ability during the many would not think it necessary to come 
years of his career ; and no one who there before 4 or 5 in the afternoon, 
compared the present House without | Hon. Members knew the condition of the 
prejudice with the House of Commons | House when it met on Wednesdays at 
in the year 1868, could, for a moment, 12 0’clock. When private Members’ Bills 
deny that it was now infinitely stronger were coming on, some of them had to 
in ability and more representative in | come down to make a House. If these 
new Rules were passed as they stood, he 
believed that every day the House would 
present the same appearance as it now 
did on Wednesdays at 12 o'clock. The 
whole of these proposals would damage 
the Standing Committees of this House, 
and the House itself would become an 


character than in 1868. As regarded 
the legislative powers of the House of 
Commons on which it was the fashion to 
say they were losing ground, he doubted 
that. When the country desired legisla- 
tion, very excellent legislation passed 
through the House at the present time. 
The Local Government Act was a con-| inferior, because less businesslike Stand- 
spicuous example of that, and so also was ing Committee, and of less authority. 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act. They | The Leader of the Opposition had spoken 
all said now that the latter was an ill-| of the admiration of foreigners for a 
drawn Act, but it should be remembered | portion of their present proceedings, 
that it was entirely experimental, not | but there was another side to that point. 
only in this country but in all other In showing distinguished foreigners the 
countries ; and the fact that it was | House on a Wednesday it had been almost 
altered by the Government several times, | impossible to make them believe that this 
and that there has been much litigation | was the House of Commons. There was 
in connection with it, did not affect the the august presence of Mr. Speaker, anda 
fact that it was a fine piece of work. retinue of bewigged clerks at the Table, 

He confessed that he thought the House | and only half a dozen Members to make 
of Commons would lose ground under | the House of Commons! The Mother of 
these new Rules if they were carried as | Parliaments was not august on these 
they stood. Heaven forbid that he | occasions on Wednesdays at 12 o’clock. 
should be one of those who looked on He believed that interest in their pro- 
the House of Commons as a place not of | ceedings, which was great at the present 
work but of show. But they must time, would vanish in the future under 
remember that the Press was human, | the operation of the new Rules. They 
and would naturally report those pro- | Would never again have the whole House 
ceedings of a body which dealt with | together. _ Hon. Members would come in 
matters of very general and pressing | Sections. The whole House would not 
interest, and if they began the proceed- gather together at once until the next 
ings of the House with a mere hum- Home Rule Bill, a Bill for Home Rule 
drum ordinary discussion of some Bill, All Round, came on. Until that time 
they would tend to cause less and less | there would only be one annual occasion 
reporting of the proceedings of the House when they would see the whole House of 
and asmaller and smaller attendance of Commons, and that would be when the 
members. The hon. and learned | Chancellor of the Exchequer presented 
Member for the Stretford Division told | bis Budget, and proposed the imposition 
them he did not mind the House | of new taxes, unless the change was made 
meeting earlier in the day, provided which the right hon. Gentleman the 


he knew what the business would be. | Member for Sleaford foreshadowed, and 


But the hon. and learned Member wanted | really important and pressing questions, 
to know that, not that he might come | as distinguished by the Speaker in some 
there, but that he might stay away. At|form or another, or by a Committee, 
the present moment he was afraid | taken at the beginning of public 
that he might have to come there in | business. Unless that change was 
order to vote for some important private | made under the conditions of modern 
Bill concerning some great Company ;| life, the sceptre would inevitably pass to 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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the House of Lords. 
House of Commons contemplate with | 
equanimity that complete loss of public | 
interest in their proceedings which would | 
follow the passing of these new Rules ? 
He doubted whether, if the full effect 
were realised by the House, these Rules 
would be passed in their present form. 
In regard to the main object of these | 
Rules the hon. and learned Member for | 
Stretford said that the interest of the | 
Government and private Members were 
identical. That was true in one sense, 
but untruein another. The object of | 
these Rules as a whole, as stated by the 
Leader of the House, and the Secretary | 
for the Colonies, was mainly to facilitate 
legislation, and what was called the 
efficiency of the House. With that he 
had great sympathy. They all desired to 
facilitate legislation, but there was also a 
professed object which was not put 
forward by the Secretary of State for the | 
Colonies, but which filled a large part of 
the speech of the Leader of the House, 
and that was to give certainty to private | 
Members in the small remnant of time | 
leitto them. The Leader of the House | 
put forward a professed object by the 
side of the main object, which was the | 
efficiency of the House. That professed 
object was that private Members should | 
be given a certainty as regards the small 
remnant of time left tothem. The hon. | 
Member for Waterford in his speech tore | 
the veil from that proposition. He 
entirely agreed with the hon. Member as 
to cut throat adjournments. He also 
agreed with him that by those proposals | 
as they stood private Members’ time | 
would be occupied entirely with cut | 
throat Motions for the adjournment. 
That was a case for referring these | 
proposals to a Committee because they | 
could only get certainty for private | 
Members time. 
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| put anend to. Of course if one private 
Member takes another private Member’s 
time we cannot be answerable for that, 
and I was not alluding to it. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that the 


life of the sprat in the neighbourhood of 


the herring was, of course, uncertain. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that he could 
not secure one private Member against 


janother, but it should be remembered 


that the vast majority of private Mem- 
bers were silent Members sitting on the 
opposite side of the House. He main- 
tained that that was a case for a Com- 
mittee, because it was only by a 
Committee that not only new Resolutions 
but even large changes in the proposals 
before the House could ever be considered. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Sleaford Division said that 
his first intentions had been to sup- 


|port the Amendment of the Leader of 
'the Opposition because he thought it 


essential that the House of Commons 
should have an opportunity of consider- 
ing certuin new proposals beyond the 
proposals now before it, and the right 
hon. Gentleman seemed to imply that he 
thought it possible that the Government 
might be able to give to the House an 
opportunity of considering other rules. 
He wished now to ask whether any such 
opportunity would be given, and he 
would give to the House two instances 
of the class of questions which they 
ought to have an opportunity of con- 
sidering in connection with the proposed 
Rules. What was the proposal for 
increasing the driving power of the 
of the House of Commons 
which most commended itself to the 
electorate as apart from Members? ' It 
had not been referred toin the debate, but 
if the electorate were asked 


_ they would say that the House of Commons 
| did not sit during a large enough por- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that | 
is a misleading conception. What I have 
always said is this: Under the existing | 


| tion of the year, anil that there ought to 
be sittings in October and Movers ber. 
That was not a new proposal. It was the 





system private Members never know how | custom of the House before 1832, it was 
much time is to be given to them, and | carried in 1871 by Mr. Disraeli, and was 
they never knew when the Government again carried by Sir George Trevelyan 
may come down and take their time for|in 1890. Surely the House ought to 

public business. Every Government has | have an opportunity of considering such 
and that necessary for the past twenty- | a proposal as thas which seemed to him 


five years, but that system we hope to| to be the obvious way of increasing the 
. 








631 New Procedure 


riving power of the machinery in the | 
House of Commons. 
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Wednesdays of the session, and with all 
the other Wednesdays the Motion would 


have an important effect. But although 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Unless my recol- 
lection errs, Sir George Trevelyan never 
suggested that the sittings of the House 
should be longer. He only said that 
they should take place at a different 
period of the year, but that would not 
increase the driving power of our 
machinery. 


*Smr CHARLES DILKE said he 
believed even if the length of 
the sittings were not increased, 
they would naturally gain by hav- 
ing sittings in October and Novem- 
ber. Another matter which surely they 
ought to have an opportunity of raising, 
was one which commended itself to 
many of the greatest authorities— 
living and dead—on procedure. That 
suggestion was that, instead of an indi- 
vidual Member having the use of private 
Members’ time. that time should be 
given to groups of Members. That, at 
al events, was a matter worthy of con- 
sideration. In 1888 the matter was 
considered by a Committee, and before 
that Committee it was ra’sed_ by 
his right hon. friend the Member 
for South Aberdeen in a_ definite | 
scheme which he laid before the 
House, and he was supported by Mr. 
Childers, than whom there was no more 
careful student of the ways of the House 
of Commons ; by Mr. Whitbread, whose | 
name commanded respect in such a mat- 
ter,and by Mr. Courtney, who repeatedly 
pressed the question on the attention of 
the House. Sir A. Milman, the late 
Clerk of the House, also gave evidence 
before the Committee in favour of the 
scheme, and he prepared a_ further | 
scheme for applying it to Motions. How | 
did it arise in 18887 In 1878, as a 
member of Sir Stafford Northcote’s | 
Committee, he himself carried a Motion, | 
which was now a law of Parliament, | 
although it was a useless survival ; but if | 
it had been carried in 1878 it would have 
been important. That was, that after 
Whitsuntide, Bills should be classified | 
according to the degree of progress they 
had attained. In those days the 
Government only took the last two 


Sir Charles Dilke. 





| tion 


carried unanimously by the Committee 
in 1878, it was not carried by the House 
of Commons until 1888, when it was too 


late, because private Members’ Wednes- 


days after Whitsuntide had been cut 
down to two, which were absolutely 
useless, and a waste of time. The Govern- 
ment now, however, made no suggestion 
with reference to that matter, and 
prevented hon. Members from consider- 
ing it at all, because no opportunity 
for discussing fresh proposals would 
exist if the Amendment were not carried, 
Surely they should not be precluded from 
considering such an important subject 
as that. He confessed that if the 


'Government were to have increased 
facilities for making progress’ with 


Government business at the expense of 
the other Members of the House, there 
should be a quid pro quo, and unofficial 
Members should be allowed to have a 
voice as to how the unofficial time of the 
House should be disposed of. He thought 
that ought to be settled by the really 
private Members themselves, and not— 
if he might say so without offence—by 
gentlemen who were the fetchers and 
carriers of the Government. The hon. 
and learned Member who spoke last 
referred to private Members’ time as 
being used merely tor the purpose of 
academic discussion. He did not think 
that was a fair description. For example, 
he thought that a recent judicial decision 
which deeply effected the working-classes 
was a matter which many hon. Members 
desired to bring before the House. Was 
that an academic discussion? He did 
not think so; and yet it might not be 
possible to discuss it, although it vitally 
effected a very large section of the people 


‘of the country, if the Government did 


not desire to facilitate its discussion. If 
he might say so without any offence to 
any hon. Member in any section of the 
House, it was conceivable that circum: 
stances would occur within the next few 
years—they were not probable, but they 
were possible—under which the opinion 
of the labouring classes would not be 
represented by any organised sec- 
in the ‘House. Circumstances 


might produce a coalition, and in 


the interests of the labouring people: 
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of the country an 
which vitally effected them before the 
House ior decision. In the interests of 
those people, who he believed would 
be more largely represented by men of 
their own class in the next Parliament 
than in that—men who must always be in 
a minority, and whose interests were in 
this matter the same interests as those of 
the Irish Members—there should be, he 
thought,an independent power apart from 
both Front Benches of bringing questions 
in which they were concerned before the 
House of Commons, If Government 
business were to be facilitated there 
should be a quid pro quo, in order to 
enable such matters to be submitted 
to the consideration of Parliament. 


(10.30.) Mr. JAMES LOWTHER 
(Kent, Thanet) said that those who 
intended to support the Motion, and 
those who intended to oppose it, and 
some who, like himself, intended to do 
neither, ought to look on this question 
from an impartial standpoint, for they 
should remember that their relative 
positions might be easily changed. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of | 
the House had expressed in eloquent 
terms what he had attempted humbly to 
describe to the House for many years, 
namely, that the existing state of affairs 
was practically Parliamentary anarchy, 
as nobody knew when the strong arm 
ot the Government would come down 
and confiscate the opportunity of the 
unofficial members. He thought the 
present position was eminently un- 
satisfactory, and the question the House | 
had to consider was how it could be 
most effectively improved. | 


{6 Fepruary 1902} 


opportunity | 
should be afforded of bringing questions | 
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be afforded for bringing before Parliament 
and the country. Those Questions being 
relegated to the dinner hour or 
after midnight would hardly enable the 
House to obtain the necessary explana- 
tions. Surely they ought to be able to 
winnow out unimportant Questions and 
still encourage legitimate Questions at a 
proper time of day. His right hon. 
friend proposed practically to abolish 
supplementary Questions, but they were 


'most valuable ; and the Speaker had 
‘already taken, he thought, very effective 


steps to stop a grave abuse in that 
direction when Questions closely ap- 
proximated to debate. He hoped, 
therefore, that his right hon. friend 
would reconsider this point of supple- 
mentary Questions. 

As tothe so-called Standing Committees 
or Grand Committees, he had all along 
been opposed to them. Perhaps he spoke 
with some prejudice because he once at- 
tended one, and it occurred to him that 
his time might be better employed, so he 
never went again, and his experience had 
confirmed his original conviction that the 
House should keep its business in its own 
hands. If pressure of time necessitated 
Bills chock full of details being relegated to 
those bodies, that was a matter upon which 
he was prepared, to some extent, to bow to 
the superior judgment of other Members, 
but he adhered to the princiole that the 
House of Commons itself should be 
entitled to deal with all questions of 
importance. His right hon. friend was 
fully conscious of the danger and diffi- 
culties surrounding the question of the 
so-called Standing Committees. It was 
pointed out that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had fallen into an error as to the 
operation of this Rule, but it was also 


| pointed out with perfect truth that the 


| proposals of the right hon. Gentleman 


There were one or two points which he | 
hoped the House would seriously consider. | 
Just at the present time, no doubt, there | 
had been abuse of Questions, and it seemed | 
to increase. Petty and paltry questions | 
were made the subject of lengthy | 
inquiries, which ought not to be forced 
on the attention of the legislature, 
lengthened inquiries which should not 
appear at all on the Paper. On the other 
hand, there were other questions of grave 
urgency occurring prominently at the 
moment, to which every facility ought to 





in no way affected such a proceeding 
as had occurred on the previous day, 
because the Amendment on that occasion 
was not a time Amendment so that the 
position was in no way altered by this 
proposal. But the right hon. Gentleman 
had not provided for those who while 
supporting a Bill entertained an objec- 
tion to the reference of that Bill to a 
Standing Committee, and he hoped that 
that matter. would be reconsidered. 
Then as regarded the action to be taken 
by the House itself, when Bills came down 
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from the Grand Committee. It was 
wisely provided by the framers of the 
system that the question “that this 
Bill be now considered” should be put 
from the chair, but one evening at a nine 
o'clock sitting, in the absence of the 
Leader of the House, and with both front 
benches empty, this valuable safeguard 
was removed upon the Motion of an un- 
official member, and he emphatically 
protested against the rule by which when 
a Bill had passed through the House in 
Committee, perhaps unexpectedly and 
with small Amendment, no Amendments 
could be submitted on the report stage, 
otherwise than as corrections of 
amendments carried, except by the person 
in charge of the Bill. He maintained 
that when a Bill was before the House on 
Report, or any other stage, everybody 
had equal rights, and he hoped that 
provision would be considered 
He spoke with all 


with it in detail. 


submission upon subjects such as in- 


tervals for dinner, as he rarely attended 
at such intervals, but with regard to 
whether the day sitting for the use 
of unofficial members should be in 
the middle of the week or at the end, 
he thought there were various questions 
to be considered, altogether apart from its 
social aspect. ‘The present system worked 
well from a physical point of view, and 
was, he thought, a very fair division of 
labour; he would not dwell upon the 
obvious position of the officials who were 
obliged to be in attendance, but he thought 
four long nights would be a very severe 
strain upon hon. Members. There was 
another aspect which ought to be borne in 
mind. Hon. Members knew perfectly well 
what happened on a Wednesday. The Trea- 
sury Bench was absolutely empty, andright 


hon. Gentlemen opposite thought it cour- | 


teous as a rule to observe a similar rule 
with regard to their attendance, and the 
log-rolling system—he did not refer to a 
corrupt system—had crept in. Gentle- 
men whom in the lobbies among them- 
selves they called faddists and crotchet- 
mongers, but whom in public they 
talked of as gentlemen sincerely de- 
sirous 
the community, supported each other’s 
Bills. These gentlemen were supreme in 
the early part of the sitting, but were 
swamped at five o’clock by Members who 
came in to record their votes im- 
partially. On Fridays, however, the 


Mr. James Lowther. 
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the | 


of advancing the interests of | 
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Members who now came to the rescue at 
five o'clock would be miles away in the 
| country, laughing at those who were foolish 
| enough to stay behind, and the consequence 
| would be that mischievous _ legislation, 
|already too rife, would be facilitated. 
He did not think such an alteration could 
be put forward as the unalterable decision 
on the part of the Government, because 
‘the right hon. Gentleman said he 

desired to consult the general convenience 

of the House, and it would conduce 
/more to the general convenience by 
adhering to the existing system and not 
changing the day sitting to Friday. The 
important questions which the House had 
to consider would, he trusted, be ap- 
prvached with that absence of party spirit 
| which was so desirable. 


and | 
amended when the House came to deal | 


(10.45.) Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said 
he did not rise to discuss at large the 
general proposition of the right hon. 
Gentleman who moved the Motion, but 
for the purpose of saying a few words on 
the Amendment of his right hon. friend 
the Leader of the Opposition. He wished 
to point out to the right hon. Gentleman 
oppositea method which would give him 
a vote against the Amendment. The 
Motion before the House was that these 
proposals should be considered, discussed 
and voted on, by the House at large; the 
Amendment of his right hou. friend was 
to take them toa Committee and then 
bring them before the House. What did 
these proposals mean? They were Govern- 
ment proposals, and on the fate of those 
proposals depended the fate of the 
Government, if they were discussed in 
the House, but in the other case they 
would go before a Select Committee, 
who would discuss them in a_busi- 
ness way from a business point of 
view. Let them endeavour to come to a 
good understanding that hon. Members 
should be left absolutely free to vote as 
they chose, without pressure in regard 
to these particular proposals, and then 
|everybody would greatly prefer to 
see these proposals discussed in the 
‘House. The change of the hour of 
_ meeting from three o’clock to two o’clock 
would revolutionise the constitution of 
the House. At the present moment 
there were a large number of business 
and professional men in the Housejwho 
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ue at would find it impossible to come at two , that some hon. Members sacrificed other 
n the o'clock, who would be denied the oppor- | hon. Members to themselves ; there were 
oolish tunity of taking part in the first two | some hon. Members who felt it necessary 
uence hours of public business. Rightly or to deliver speeches in the House that 
ation, wrongly, hon. Members were supposed to they had already delivered to their con- 
tated. be in their places when public business | stituents, for the benefit not of the House 
could was being discussed, and the effect of the but the outside world, and he believed 
— alterat'on would be to substitute for the that evil would never be exercised until 
reer vel men who were now Members of the the Motion so recently made by the hon. 
1 he House a different type of man altogether. and gallant Member for the Chelmsford 
Benne The man of leisure and wealth would Division of Essex, limiting the time 
nduce always be in the House, but in of speeches, was carried—especially if 
e by place of the professional and business with it was coupled a Motion limiting the 
d not man there would be found the profes- number of times a Member might speak. 

The sional politician, than whom there was He believed it was these practical sugges- 
e had no type of man more detested; he was tions that would really save the House 
© ap the curse of politics, and the effect of from that which was destroying its power 
spirit this change would be to destroy the at the present time. He regretted that 

honour and dignity of the House in a_ he should find it necessary for the reasons 

manner that no other change could he had given to oppose the proposals which 

effect. With regard to the dinnerhour, had been so eloquently moved by the 
) said he might say he was not one of the right hon. Gentleman opposite, but it was 
e the regular diners at the House. He some- because he felt that they would not achieve 
hon. times dined here, but more often sacrificed the common object which they all 
. but himself by obliging hon. Gentlemen desired that he felt obliged to vote against 
ds on opposite by pairing with them; but he these proposals. 
riend ventured to say that the dining-room 

ished did play a very important part in 
eman the constitution and life of the House. *(11.3.) Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hert- 
>» him In the dining-room members of opposite fordshire, St. Albans): Iam surejmy right 

The parties met together in friendly relation, hon. friend the First Lord of the Treasury, 

these and the social life of the House in con- will excuse me if I approach this question 
ussed nection with the dining-room and smok- in a spirit of hostile criticism. I listened 

; the ing-room and the terrace had done more with great interest to the speech of the 
1 was to banish from the House the bitterness Leader of the Opposition, and though I 

then which prevailed in other legislative approach the subject from a different 

t did Assemblies than anything else. How standpoint and from a Conservative 

vern- was it that, in spite of the strongest point of view, I cannot help feeling that 

those differences, opposition to particular I agree with a great deal of what has 

the measures was dropped? It was pro- fallen from my right hon. friend. Every 
od in moted by the happy way hon. Members one will agree that the immediate cause 
they had of living together in the House. of these Rules is the fact that there was 
ittee, They discussed over the dinner-table the disorder in this House last session. Any 
busi- question being discussed in the House, alteration of our Rules which tends to 

t of and in that quiet way a convert was check and to punish more severely this 

toa often secured when all the speeches in disorder I heartily agree with, but when 

abers the world would not have brought about it comes to a question of asking hon. 
te as a conversion, and if the effect of the Members, after having paid in full by 
gard proposed change was, as he was afraid their punishment, to add an apology, | 

then it would be, to banish the dining-room would ask the House to consider for a 

to from the precincts of the House, one of moment whether that is really in the 
the its best features would be destroyed. interests of the House. I do not know 

r of He was as jealous of the honour and dig- | that an apology which is forced from a 

clock nity of this House as any hon. Member, | man is of any value, and we shall be 

yn of and he felt very strongly that the proposed | likely to reach an almost impossible point, 
ment Rules would not achieve the object the ‘for a large number of hon. Members 
iness | Tight hon. Gentleman had in view. | may join together to make technical 
jwho The real difficulty of the situation was | breaches against the Rules of this House. 
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When a man does this he does not doit, 
as a rule, incold blood, and he does not 
do it without provocation. Perhaps 
someone like myself with a bitter tongue | 
will go as faras the Rules of the House | 
will permit in the direction of provoking | 
an hon. Member, and then a man with a 
hot temper on the other side of the 
House may go beyond the Rules, and, 
carried away by his feelings, may resist | 
the authority of the Chair. I under- 
stood the Colonial Secretary to say that 
we were not to contemplate having an 
incompetent Chairman ,of Committees, 
but I cannot see why we should not do 
so. Everyone knows that men are 
chosen for these positions without any 
previous knowledge of their capacity. It 
has been more luck than judgment that 
has secured us such excellent officers as 
we have in this House. I ask whether, 
if someone acts in a way that does not 
commend itself to half the Members of 
this House and the other half side with 
the Member who is defying the Rules, 
what will be the position we shall reach 
under these new Rules? We shall be 
asked to force that man to apologise when 
perhaps half the House think that he is 
more right than wrong. That man will 
be supported by his own side, and there 
is nothing to prevent him refusing to 
apologise, and he may apply for the 
Chiltern Hundreds and secure re-election. 
In this way you may produce a state of 
things which, I think, it will be impossible 
to maintain. That is one of the reasons 
why I desire to criticise these Rules. 


I am approaching this question from the 
Conservative standpoint, and not at all 
from the standpoint of the hon. and learned 


{COMMONS} 


Rules. 


control over Ministers being weakened, 
being in fact trying to support the 
interests of the minority as against 
the interests of the majority in this 
House, the two positions are per- 
fectly distinct. The Colonial Secretary 


640 


(says “You have your remedy, turn us 


out.” The House must know that that 
is amere sophistry. I know perfectly well 
that general charges, such as I have made 


against Rules of this kind, are worthless 


| to form one. 


Member for Waterford, and I approach it | 


also from the point of view of a man 
who has the greatest desire to advance | 
the credit of this House, and who) 
is grateful to his constituency for. 
electing him, and who is proud of his | 
position as a Member of the House. I | 
believe these Rules will not advance | 
the credit of the House as distinguished | 
from the credit of Ministers, and I 


unless they are established by definite and 
specific allegations ; therefore I will ask 
the House to pardon me for a few 


'moments while I deal with some of the 
| details of these Rules. 


First, I should 
like to comment on the fact that under 


| these new Rules the question of the Second 


Reading of a Bill and the question of 
sending it up to the Grand Committee is 
But they are two absolutely 
We need not go out- 
side this very day for an example. My 
right hon. friend spoke of the Bill 
discussed last night, the Deceased Wife’s 
Sister Bill, which the First Lord of the 
Treasury said was a measure which he 
did not feel disposed to take any part in 
one way or the other. Nevertheless, the 
First Lord was convinced that the 
measure should not go to a Grand Com- 
mittee. Is that not sufticient proof that the 
two questions are distinct, and that a man 
may desire the Second Reading and yet 
hold that it should not be removed from the 
purview of the whole House ? When I find 
that, these two questions are to be amal- 
gamated I say that the opportunities for 
reasonable discussion upon sending a Bill 
to Grand Committee are being unfairly 
crippled and I ask hon. Members to 
consider this question very carefully in 
Committee. In regard to the next proposal 
it seems at first sight more reasonable, 
but I ask hon. Members to consider the 
position of an hon. Member, who, 
through illnesss, or through any other 
cause has been shut out from dealing 
with any matter when the Bill has 
been before the House. ‘This again 
is a lessening of the power of the 
House, and a lessening of the reasonable 
opportunities for discussion which this 


distinct questions. 


consider that they will weaken the sense | House at present enjoys. What are you 
of responsibility of private Members, | going to gain in return? It is claimed 
and will help to disintegrate the control | that you are going to facilitate legislation, 


of the House at large over Ministers. 


| but that does not commend itself to me. 


With regard to what the Colonial Secre- Frankly speaking, my experience of 
tary stated about those who object to the | modern legislation as a whole, whether 


Mr. Vicary Gibbs. 
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from this side or from the other side of | good value for your money you should 
the House, is that in the main it does | dine here? I cannot conceive that. 

more harm than good. I do not think 
there is anything lost by frank criticism. Let me turn to the proposal that you, Sir, 
Speaking as a Conservative, I think | or anyone who occupies the Chair should 
that the Socialistic bias of modern legisla- | have the right to suspend our sittings. 
tion is such that the slight advantages | I see no objection to that. 1 hope there 
some sections of the community may | will be no reason for putting the Rule in 
have derived from it does not compensate | force. I must, however. comment on the 
for the infringement of individual liberty | fact that the first Lord of the Treasury 
and the interference with the right of | defended this proposal by describing 
property which it hasalso entailed. With/a scene when the mere presence of 
regard to legislation, 1 think the influence | the Speaker in the House rendered any 
of our constituents upon us is sufficient to | suggestion for the suspension of the 
compel hon. Members of Parliament to | sitting absolutely unnecessary. He went 
support legislation which is really required | much further than that, and said that 
by the country, or else retire from the | the Rule was particularly important after 
position they occupy of misrepresenting | twelve o'clock when the distinguished 
the view of their constituency. I would | and right hon. Gentlemen whom I see 
like to echo the appeal made by the First | now before me in such large numbers 
Lord of the Treasury to hon. Members on | have gone to their virtuous beds, and 
this side of the House to remember that | when the House is unrepresentative. 
one day they may be on the other side of | Why is the House unrepresentative when 
the House. I do remember that time, | Members on both sides are here, and 
and I ask Conservative Members to|only Members who are in office are not 
consider that the time will come when|in the House? It would be most un- 
there will be a Ministry in power in reasonable to say that I desire, looking 
whom they will not have the same amount | to the great labours which call for the 
of confidence, when these weapons which | attention of my right hon. friend, that 
our Leader is now forging will be| he should be present at our deliberations 
used against us. I have been ten | after twelve o'clock. 

years in this House, and I have seen 
how the game is played. I have 
seen the see-saw policy adopted by! Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did 
right hon. Gentlemen on both front | attend, 

Benches first attacking one another and 
then playing into each other’s hands. 
Therefore, [ ask the House, as dis-| *Mr. VICARY GIBBS: I understood 
tinguished from Ministers, to look after | the right hon. Gentleman to say that he 
themselves,and watch their own privileges. | was not present. Then surely if he is, 
Task hon. Members not to allow dust to be | he must know that there is no time at 
thrown into their eyes and to refuse to give | which the authority of Mr. Speaker is 
up their own rights. If they want | more carefully considered and when more 
comfort do not let them come into the | attention is paid to it, or when our 
House at all. I should like to stay in | business is conducted with more complete 
the country among my trees and shrubs, | regard to good conduct and _ propriety 
and if I wished really to enjoy myself I} than after twelve o'clock. What need is 
would not come down here, and I am) there for the suspension of a sitting in 
not going to be enticed to come here by | our conduct after twelve o'clock ? 

afree dinner. I do not care whether the 
dinner is paid for or not, or whether it} Let me now turn to what is far more 
ischeap or dear. Why should the hon. | serious than that, because I do not think 


Gentleman opposite feel incensed at the that will have much practical effect 
whether it is passed or not. The pro- 


subemont that-e-ehesp reed concbe get posal that we should meet at two instead 
here? I want a good dinner, and the | of three o'clock, will affect mainly the 
cheaper it is the better I would like it. lawyers and the merchants of the House. 
Isit an insult to suggest that if you want | Well I, being a merchant, will not plead. 
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the cause of the merchants. The mere | 
fact that that Rule had been in force | 
would have prevented me coming into | 
the House at the time I did. Perhaps | 
that would have been in the opinion of 
my right hon. friend, a by no means un- 
mixed misfortune. I should like to say 
a word for that unpopular body, the 
lawyers. The hon. Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil bronght in a proposal for con- 
trolling the Committee of selection in 
their selections, because evidently he was 
incensed by the idea that there were too 
many lawyers in the House, and he 


evidently thought they were a dis- 
advantage to our deliberations. I dis- 
agree with him. [An HON. MEMBER : 


“It was because they never served.”| 
He wished to make their presence in 
this House impossible, but we need not 
argue that. Has this House ever 
suffered from the fact that a lawyer, 
who was doing any business in his own 
profession, annoyed the House by ob- 
truding himself upon it and chattering 
when not wanted ? I have never seen 
it on either side of the House. Those 
gentlemen know too well the value of 
their own words when they are paid for 
them, and when they are not paid they 
are not going to cast their pearls before 
the House for nothing. 


Let me say a few words about the | 
substitution of Friday for Wednesday for 
private Members’ Bills. 1 observe the tone 
in the. press as to that matter is, that it is | 
purely our own concern, and that it does 
not concern the public at all. The proposal 
so far as I can learn, impresses Members 
on my side as one that will add to the 
attractions of the House. It is one of | 
the things that lead them to support the | 
new Rules. They say, “* My comfort will 
be increased. I sha!l be able to get away 
a substantial time from business. I shall 
be able to get away from business from | 
Friday to Monday, probably Thursday 
to Monday.” That to many is a very | 
great attraction. I look at it not from | 
the point of view of convenience, not 
from the point of view of comfort, but 
from the point of view of whether it will be | 
an advantage to our deliberations that a 
large section of Members—according to | 
the right hon. Gentleman, the Leader of | 
the Opposition, a section mainly drawn 
from this side of the House—should 


Mr. Vicary Gibbs. 
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|absent from their work when 
'votes of supply are discussed, than that 
they should be absent when new legisla- 


Rules. 


withdraw themselves from our delibera- 
tions at a time when private Members’ 
Bills are introduced. I consider it is far 
less dangerous that Members should be 
certain 
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tion is introduced, sometimes of a very 
revolutionary character, sometimes of a 
very crude ill-considered character, and 
certainly very often legislation which the 
country has in no way made up its mind 
upon. The common answer to that is 
“That sort of thing will never pass; all 
that will happen is that it will be 
advanced a stage, and then some ingeni- 
ous gentleman will prevent it going toa 
Grand Committee, and we shall hear no 
more of it.” Admitting that, will it not 
even then be very mischievous? Will 
the House allow me to ask whether it is 
likely that the common sense of the 
country wi'l reject measures to which 
the House has given a second reading? 
In that case I can assure my right hon. 


friend the credit of the House will 
not be increased. If, on the other 
hand, the people of the country 


are induced by that means to think 
that a measure has value in it, that 
it contains doctrines which are entitled 
to their consideration, and that they 
should give a more friendly ear to the 
measure than they would have done 
before, a far greater misfortune will 
happen than under present conditions, 
inasmuch, as political opinions will be 
corrupted by foolish measures brought 
forward when there is a thin House— 
when, to use my right hon. friend's 
expression, the House is unrepresentative. 
Considering the fact that on the Friday 
evening the House must necessarily be 


peculiarly thin, a great many Members 


having gone off, the check on foolish 


| legislation that now exists will be taken 


away. That is one of my grave objections 
to these new Rules. Let me take the 
question of the notice of adjournment. 
I fully admit that a Motion for adjourn- 


/ment should not come, when a Member 


who is outside does not know that it is 
coming on, and the fact that it should 


| be delayed in order that every Member 


may have an opportunity of considering 
the question involved in the adjournment 
is an advantage and an improvement, 
but it is an abuse of language for this 
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House to declare a question urgent and 
proceed to relegate it to a later hour. 
I think myself if the Rule as to moving 
the adjournment is abused, it is the 
question of the number interested in the 
adjournment that should be altered, and 
not the time at which the Motion is con- 
sidered. I ask hon. Members to remember 
that private Bills will in future come on in 
a thin House at nine o'clock. I consider 
that that is a thing that ought not to be 
supported by men holding the same view 
as I do. 


On the matter of Questions, my opinion 
cannot be better illustrated than by what 
my right hon. friend himself said: “It 
is quite right that the truth should be 
elicited from the responsible Minister by 
question if possible.” Yet he went on to 
say that a Question could not be properly 


used as the foundation of cross-examina- | 


What | 


tion. But why, in heaven, not ? 
are we here for, except to endeavour to 
elicit things that we consider it is in the 
interest of the public that they should 
know. It seems to me that my right 
hon. friend is so conscious of his own 


candour and integrity, so conscious that | 
he deserves and enjoys the confidence of | 
every Member of this House, that he has | 


come to invest, not himself, which would 


be reasonable enough, but any Minister | 


qua Minister with a kind of sacro-sanct 
authority. What became of the main 
function of the private Members in 
this House long ago ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I repeated what 
has been ruled from the Chair a great 
many times, and what has been the 
ancient practice of this House—that the 
cross-examination of Ministers is 
desirable, but that Question time is not 
the proper time for it. That is the time 
to ask for information. 


*Mr. VICARY GIBBS: I do not know 
what the First Lord of the Treasury 
means by cross-examination. I always 
thought that crosss-examination was 


nothing more than asking Questions. 
Supposing the man who puts an original 
Question, is a dull fellow—I have put 
Questions myself. Is he not to be assisted 
in eliciting the truth of the matter? 


{6 Fepruary 1902} 


very | 
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The fact is, that the whole of these 
Rules are designed to free Ministers from 
the control of the House. My right hon. 
friend considers that when a man has 
been co-opted into that noble body on the 
Treasury Bench, he is to be protected in 
every way, and that the rights of mere 
earthly private Members may be neg- 
lected. The right hon. Gentleman never 
seems to conceive that some Minister may 
| come into his position who may be utterly 
unworthy of it, and who may not 
deserve the confidence of the country ; 
|and, therefore, may be turned out the 
moment the country gets the chance of 
doing it. I can imagine a condition of 
things when we may have—I hope we 
never shall—a bad Speaker or Chairman 
of Committees, or a bad Leader of the 
House. All these things are conceivable. 
It does not followthat, because wenow have 
a man whom we thoroughly trust, we shall 
always have such men, human nature 
being as it is. It is only if Questions 
/are evil in themselves that they should 
be huddled away or put at an inconvenient 
'time. What is the charge? The charge 
| is, that the Members of this House abuse 
Questions. Why not stop that abuse ? 
| Why make it inconvenient for hon. 
Members to put all Questions whether 
good or bad. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
“No.” An hon. Member says “ No,” 
but I say certainly by putting them off 
till after 12 o’clock. Does any one 
suggest that it is suitable, or profitable, 
| or in accordance with the diginity of the 
| House, that a matter of importance should 
be dealt with after 12 o'clock, when all 
'the Members on the Opposition front. 
| Bench and all the Members on the 
| Government Bench except one, go home 
| to bed, asunder the present system? I have 
|now been in this House for ten years, 
and I do not believe I have put more 
than ten Questions. But I have over and 
over again gone to a Minister with a 
private letter from one of my constituents 
and have said to him, “ Would you kindly 
look at this letter and tell me what 
answer I have got to make to it. That will 
save me putting a question in the House.” 
I fully approve of the modification of the 
Rule which enables a Member to have his 








Questions put and answered in writing. 
I fully agree that many Questions eat up 
the time of the House which ought not to 
detain it ; but take such a Question as this, 
“Has there been any communication 
Z 
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from any Foreign Government containing | which will disintegrate the House. It 


a suggestion for intervention between us 
and the Boers in the Transvaal ?”—is not | 
that a Question which may fairly be put | 
before any other, and which certainly ought | 
not to be put after 12 o'clock? The old | 
order is changing. The hon. Gentleman | 
says that King Charles the First is not | 
knocking at ‘the door. Certainly not. | 
But we have all heard of the ancient saw | 
which says that the King can do no} 
wrong. I should say that that proverb 
should be amended by leaving out the | 
word “ King” and inserting the word 
“*Minister.”” We have all heard the ex- | 
pression, * Trust the people.”” Leave out 
the word “people” and substitute the | 
word “ Minister.” I have not that con- 
fidence which the right hon. Gentleman 


has in every successor he may have. 
If my right hon. friend, who so highly | 
adorns the position he fills, would 


guarantee to me his own immortality, I) 
would not worry 
with this long disquisition. 
not. 


him and the Blouse | 
But he can- | 


was very truly said by the hon. and 
learned member for Perth that this 
dinner interval Rule would have the 
disadvantage of lessening the social inter- 
course between Members on different 
sides of the House. Iam perfectly certain 
| that there are hon. Members who would 
have resented what I have said to-day, 
much more than they do, if I had not 
had the advantage of dining with them. 


| [know that the intercourse of the dining- 


room and the smoking-room enables one 
to accept from our opponents language 
which we might otherwise resent. I 


| think that the effect on a great section 


in this House will be that a great many of 


|them will go away home to dine, and, 
human nature being what it is, I believe 
| that the great bulk of them will not come 


back. I myself admit that when I get 
|home and sit down by a comfortable 
fire I feel very loth to come out again, 
and I believe the right hon. Gentleman 
himself will find that there will be this 


| disadvantage in his Rules which he has 


What isthe gilding to the pill, the bait | 


to the hook, the real thing whch arouses | 
enthusiasm on my side of the House 2 | 
It is the dinner interval. Let us look at | 
that closely. Is it going to really benefit | 
this House? Iam not sneering at it. I| 
believe J can fulfil the canon which the 
sight hon. Gentleman laid down. I have 
dined here often enough to justify myself 
in criticising the alteration. I believe | 
the House recognises that it is not want 


I have done. I am not sneering at the 
extended dinner hour. I fully believe it 
may be an immense increase to our com- 
fort ; but it isaluxury ; andI havea busi- 
ness mind, and know that luxuries have to 
be paid for. Therefore I want to know the 
price, but when I find the price is the 
sacrifice of our control over Ministers, I 
consider it is too high a price to pay for 
the luxury. I cannot help remembering 
the historic case of Esau. Esau had a 
transaction with another astute gentle- 
man for his dinner, and he was not 
considered to have had the best of 
the bargain. I do not want the House 
to sell its birthright for a mess of pottage. 
What will be the effect of these Rules ? 
1 maintain that there are things in them 


Mr. Vicary Gibbs. 


° ° y Neé some 
of industry, but want of health which pre- | “ i sek sae 


vents my attending here more often than | . 
y at 5 7, | Went’on to say something about arrows 


| and 


| 





not himself considered, and that it will 
be very difficult to get his supporters 
back to the House when he most desires 
to see them. 


Let meturn to the advance reply to Con- 
servative sentiment with which my right 
hon. friend finished his eloquent and 
charming speech. He toldus notto charge 
him with abandoning old traditions and 
ancient safeguards. He knew perfectly 
me fossilized old Tory like 
myself would make these charges. But he 
museums. I confess I cannot 
understand what that passage meant. 
Let us look at this question of abandoning 
old traditions and throwing away ancient 
safeguards, These safeguards exist to 
give : Members of the House full power of 
effective expression. A reference was 
made by the right hon. Gentleman to 
Foreign: Chambers, and any one who 
knows the facts about Foreign Chambers 
must admit that they do not have these 
checks and safeguards to which I frankly 
admit I cling. Still, if the right hon, Gentle- 
man will give me what the Foreign 
Chambers have got, I will support him in 
every one of his proposals. The House 
consists of 670 Members and its quorum 
is what I do not hesitate to call the dis 
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gracefully low one of 40. Does any hon. | with the way in which I have presented 
Member know what is the lowest quorum | this case against the Leader of our Party 
of any other Assembly in the world? As|—for having listened to me; but I 
far as I know, it is half of the total num- |know my right hon. friend is too 
ber of members. I quite admit the | generous-minded himself not to realise 
enormous strain it would put on Members that I do this simply because I feel it to 
if our quorum was to be 335, but what I | pe my duty. I shall support him on two 
wish to emphasise is what an enormous or three matters, and why, after the long 
protection that would give against rash, | and painful task I have had in expressing 
crude, and foolish legislation. Other | my disagreement with him, should I not 
Assemblies have one great protection which ‘enjoy myself for a few minutes by 
we lack, while we have many small pro- |.) owin g on what points I am in 
tections which they lack. The hon. | agreement. I shall heartily support 
Member from Waterford said tkat this | the proposal for increasing the penalties 
for disorder. That is not directed 
/against any particular section of 
ithe House. Let hon. Members be 
| generous; it may be applied to the 
‘Church party. If I should ever be be- 
| trayed into resisting the authority of the 


House is in a condition of creeping paraly. 
Oo v 


sis. It is quite true that this House, as a 
House, as distinguished from the Ministry, 
has lost power, weight, and influence in 
the country. I am sorry for it, but I 
cannot help it. I owe everything to the 


House, I love the House, and it is on that} ., °. 

: | Chair, I am prepared to undergo what- 
account that I regret to see its power | , ne 
, ‘ /ever punishment the House may inflict, 
weakening. If I am right, if I have suc- ‘ 
‘ ; but I am not prepared to eat the leek 
ceeded in showing to the House that the. Cie . * 
’ ; afterwards. I think my right hon. friend 
whole tendency of these Rules is to weaken |. . tae 
. ‘ is supporting the dignity of the House by 
the influence, to decrease the interest, and. . a : 
. increasing those penalties. Again, I agree 
lessen the importance of the House as, ; : % 
Pech kes ae with him on a matter which I think 
distinguished from the Ministry, hon. | , : 
; : is most excellent, although it does not 
Members will realise that under the . . That is hi 
; excite any passion. at is his propo- 
harmless guise of these Rules of Procedure . : yP Bue Prop 
sal with reference to consolidation. | 


a great constitutional revolution is go- |. . ; 
, ai ‘think it a disgrace to the House and 
ing on. We are passing under a new | a 
r " ; 'to our system that consolidation laws 
oligarchy, an oligarchy such as the world | ; b “ed hef , 
. : have not been carried out before, an 
has never seen, which is not elected | : 


by the people, and which has no heredi- | i will support may a: arlene ee 
ing them out. Again I cordially thank 


the House for having heard me. 


tary right. That is a position which I do 


not believe England will willingly place 
itself in, or the House of Commons will- 
ingly accept. Of course many may con-, (11.55.) Debate adjourned till To- 
sider this view exaggerated, but I main- | ™0O'TOW- 

tain that the tendency of these Rules is in LONDON WATER BILL. 
the direction I have stated, and against 


that tendency I protest. I thank hon. 
Members—perhaps hon. Members sitting| Order of the Day for the Second 


[SECOND READING. ] 
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Tue SECRETARY to THe LOCAL | not apply to any burgh, town, or populous 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant) place containing « fifty thousand in- 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk), said| habitants and upwards” and _ the 
he proposed to put down the Second | schedlue to the said Act should be re- 
| pealed. Unfortunately he had not been 
| able to study the Public Houses (Hours 
of Closing) (Scotland) Act 1887, and it 

Mr. LOUGH said the right hon. | was impossible for anyone to understand 
Gentleman the President of the Local what the Bill would effect. He had just 
Government Board had promised a fort-! geen a copy of the Act, but he was not 
night’s notice before the Bill was seriously quite certain that he thoroughly under- 
commenced, and he therefore thought it | stood what it meant. It was necessary 


would not be reasonable to bring it on | to Jook very carefully through the pro- 
| visions of the Act. For instance, it said 


|that in certain places the _ licensing 
bs a _ | authority should have power to close 
Mr. GRANT LAWSON ssid ate, licensed premises not earlier than ten 
right hon. friend was ill, and it was not siliih: dente then deen Cdk. 
possible for him to consult him. He was could understand that in small places it 
glad, however, to be able to say that he | might be convenient to close early, but 
was better, and would be in the office next the matter was different in large towns, 
day, when he would consult him on the where it seemed rather hard that people 
matter. should be deprived of an opportunity of 
having a glass of beer after a hard day's 

; roe _, | work. That he thought was a strong 
eo argument against the Bill. Then again, 
(SCOTLAND) — AMENDMENT the Act, as far as he could see, was per- 
'missive. He believed that Glasgow was 


[SECOND READING. ] | very careful as to the morals and manners 


Reading of the Bill on Monday. 


without a longer notice. 


iiierdh the Sy tor the Second | of its inhabitants, and therefore it was 
; | quite possible“that in Glasgow the public 
‘houses might be closed unduly early. 


Motion made and Question proposed, | 
“That the Bill be now read a second | 


time.” 
as It being midnight, the debate stood 
adjourned. 


Reading read. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) said he was sorry that the hon. | Sidi de tn teens spon Sane 
Member in charge of the Bill had not | next. 
given the House any information regard- 
ing it. The Bill provided that in Section 
10 of the Public Houses (Hours of Closing) 
(Scotland) Act 1887 the words “and shall 


Adjourned at Five minutes 
after Twelve o'clock. 
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PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


The LoRD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with : 


LIVERPOOL GRAIN STORAGE AND 
TRANSIT COMPANY [u.1.] 
LONDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY [u.1.] 


' NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY [u.1 ] 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
lable. 


RUSTHALL MANOR BILL [a.1.] 


EDGWARE AND HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY 
BILL  [u.1.] 


BRISTOL WATER BILL [n.1.] 
BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 


RAILWAY (NEW LINES, ETC.) BILL [1.1.] 


LONDON, BRIGHTON AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL {[u.1.]} 


DEAL AND WALMER GAS BILL [n.1.] 
DEVONPORT WATER BILL [u.1.} ; 
LONGWOOD GAS BILL [u.1.] 
CHIGWELL, LOUGHTON, AND WOOD- 
FORD GAS BILL [u.1.] 


Read 2a. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 

No. 2742. Somali Coast Protectorate ; 

No, 2743. Russia (Odessa, Supplemen- 
tary). 

Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (MANUFAC. 
TURE OF EARTHENWARE AND CHIN A). | 
Amended special rules, dated 30th | 
December, 1901, for the manufacture of | 
earthenware and china as established by | 
the award of the umpire, Lord James of 

Hereford. 


Presented [by Command and pursuant | 
to Act], and ordered to lie on the Table. | 


VOL. CII. [Fourtu Series, ] 
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SUPERANNUATION (PROF ESSION AL 
QUALIFICATIONS). | 


Treasury Minute, dated Ist February, 
1902, declaring that for the dye and 


_ efficient discharge of the duties jof the 


office of lecturer in the Royal College of 
Science, Dublin, professional or! other 
peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to 
be acquired on the public service are 


required. 
POST OFFICE TRLEGRAPHS. 


Account showing the gross jamount 
received and expended on account of the 
telegraph service during the year ended 
31st March, 1901, and the balance of the 
receipts over the expenditure; and a 
statement additional to the above/acecount. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (PARTIAL 
SUBSTITUTE OF ANOTHER DAY 
FOR SATURDAY IN NEWSPAPER 
PRINTING OFFICES). 

Order, dated 3rd_ of February, 1902, 
made by the Secretar y of Statle for the 
Home Department in pursjiance of 
section 43 of the Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1901, authorising the partial 
substitution in newspaper | printing 
offices of another day for Saturday as 
regards the hour at whch the employ- 
ment of young persons is réquire od to 
end. | 

TRUSTEE SAVINGS Bz ANKS. 

Tenth Annnal Report of the proceed- 
ings of the Inspection Cotamittee of 
Trustee Savings Banks for | the year 
ended 20th November, 1901}; with Ap- 


pendices. | 


SOUTH AUSTRALIA, 
The Constitution Act Amendment 
Act. 1901. | 
Laid before the House [pursuant to 
Act], and ordered to lie on the Table. 
House adjourned at Four o'clock, to 
Monday next, a qjiatter before 
Eleven o’clock. 
—- | 
HOUSE OF CO MM ONS. 
Friday, 7th February, 1902. 
| 
| 
| 


of the Clock. 


The House met at Three 


PRIVATE BILL Bl SL VESS. 
CLAY CROSS RAILW aw BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
2A 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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LEICESTERSHIRE AND WARWICKSHIRE 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed. 
BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAILWAY 
(ABANDON MENT.) 

“For the abandonment of the Bexhill 
and Rotberfield Railway ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of, Petitions 
for Private Bills. 

CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY. 

Petition and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bond and Mr. Bull. 


PETITIONS. 


MARRIAGEZWITH’A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Boscastle, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 
MIDWIVES BILL. 
Three Petitions from Wimbledon, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 

PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TOWN HOLDINGSJUNDER TERMINABLE 
LEASES. 
Petition from Blackrock, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 
Copy presented, of Tenth 
Report of the Proceedings of the Inspec- 
tion Committee for the year ended 20th 
November, 1901, with Appendices [by 
Act]: to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 52.] 


‘SOUTH AUSTRALIA. 
Copy presented, of the Gonstitution 
Act Amendment Act, 1901 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RELIGIOUS ORDERS ABROAD (PRO- 
PERTY) (MISCELLANEOUS, No. 2, 1902). 

Copy presented, of Reports from His 
Majesty’s Representatives in 
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Hungary, France, Italy, and Spain, re- 
specting the Conditions under which 
Property is held by Religious Orders in 
those Countries [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Copy { presented, of Estimates for Civil 
Services and Revenue Departments for 
the year ending 31st March, 1903, to- 
gether with a Copy of the Memorandum by 
the Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
relating thereto [by Command]; Referred 
_to the Committee of Supply, and to be 
printed. [No. 53.] 
| POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS. 
Copy ordered, “of Account showing 
the gross amount received and the gross 
amount expended in respect of the 
Telegraph Service, from the date of the 
transfer of the telegraphs to the State to 
the 31st day of March, 1901 (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 38, of 
Session 1901).”—(Mr. Austen Chainberlain.) 


(3.30). QUESTIONS. 


South African War—Peace Proposals. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
in view of the recent correspondence 
with the Dutch Government, whether 
| the entertainment of and forwarding to 
the Government of overtures of peace 
| from the Boer leaders in South Africa is 
| within the area of duties reserved to 
Lord Kitchener in the exercise of which 
he-is primarily and directly responsible 
' to the Government. 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
' COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
'mingham, W.): Lord Kitchener was 
‘instructed on April 19th to forward to 
| His Majesty's Government any further 
| suggestions which General Botha or 
| other leaders might make ‘of their own 
|accord without expressing any opinion 
| upon them to those who make them. If 
‘any such overtures are received and 
entertained by His Majesty's Govern- 
ment, and a discussion of them appeals 
|to be desirable, Lord , Milner will be 
associated with Lord Kitchener for 
ew purpose. 
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Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): I| Remounts—Departments responsible. 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State © Coroner WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
for Foreign Affairs whether the Govern- to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
ment have any reason to believe that the whether, before the South African War 
Note of the Dutch Government in began the Intelligence Department or 
respect to the South African War was the Remount Department, was responsible 
made in consultation with another for collecting and compiling information 
European Power. regarding the number and quality of 

horses that could probably be bought in 


*Tur UNDER SECRETARYorSTATE 0ur Colonies and in Foreign countries in 


ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lorp Cray- the event of war, as well as regarding 
BORNE, Rochester): His  Majesty’s the current prices, and the most suitable 


Government have no information on 8¢ncies through which to buy. 
the subject. 





Mr. BRODRICK : Under the Order 
, sia in Council of 1895, the Intelligence 
ae Desecration of British Graves. Department is responsible for collecting 
CotonEL WARDE (Kent, Medway): and distributing information regarding 
I »eg to ask the Secretary of State for the military geography, resources, and 


War, whether he is aware that on the grmed forces of foreign countries and of 


arrival of our troops at Frankfort last British Colonies and Possessions. This 
month our soldiers’ graves were found 


information has |referred rather to th 
to have been desecrated by the Boers, wy sae 


scl, he Ragas sree th lled warlike resources of the countries, for 
we at ask SE eget sagged so neon | purposes of offence and defence, than to 
up; and whether he can take any steps 


that may have the effect of guarding anit erage i s sources of supply to 
against such action in the future. "8 7 


the contingency which 
has arisen of a supply of horses being 


. een " 7 suddenly needed, which it was beyond the 
THe SECRETARY or STATE ror power of Great ‘Britain and her Colonies 


WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- . | : 

ford): I have no shsedsintiens on this a ae — ice 

subject. I am sure Lord Kitchener will — G,prarw NORTON (Newington, W.) : 

do all in his power. Is it not the fact, as is distinctly stated in 
the War Office list, that the Quarter- 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) : Will master-General’ 3 Department i 18 responsi- 
the Boers be afforded an opportunity of ble for the remount subdivision, and 
refuting this charge ? that it is his duty to advise the Secretary 

(No answer was returned.] . State on all questions connected with 

is i eceit 
Boer Hostages on Trains. 

*Mr. HENRY J. WILSON (Yorkshire, | Cotonet W ELBY May Iask whether 
W. R., Holmfirth): I beg to ask the the Intelligence Department is not re- 
Secretary of State for War, whether | sponsible for the distribution of informa- 
compelling non-combatant Boers to travel | tion regarding ‘the resources of foreign 
on trains between Pretoria and Pieters- countries. | 
berg is in accordance with the rules laid 
down in the War Office Manual for the *CoLoNEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
treatment of non-combatants. May Isay over Square): | Is there any objection to 
that this question has been on the Paper lay upon the Table the instructions to 
for eight days. the Intelligence and Remount Depart- 

ments ? | 

Mr. BRODRICK: Presumably the | a ; : 
hon. Member refers to the chapter on) Mr. BRODRICK : No instructions 
Customs of War in the “Manual of | would be given to the Departments as 
Military Law.” There is nothing in- to each section of their duties. The 
consistent in the action referred to, | Intelligence Department is charged with 
with the Customs of War therein set | examining th? resources of foreign 
forth. countries ; but, as I have stated, their 
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investigations are rather directed to the | War, if he can state when the Report on 
resources of those countries for offence Remounts will be laid upon the Table of 
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and defence than to their availability for the House. 


securing supplies for the British Empire. | 
| 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am expediting 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- | the preparation of these documents, and 


mouth): I cannot gather from the | 
answer of my right hon. friend whether | 
he contends that the Remount Depart- 
ment is or is not responsible for collecting 
information as to the sources of foreign 
supplies of horses. 





Mr. BRODRICK: Obviously every 
Department .is responsible for asking 
for the necessary information, whether | 
from the Intelligence Department or | 
from any other Department. 


Sirk JOHN COLOMB: Is it the 
business of foreign attaches ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : [Order, order. The 
hon. Member is now debating the 
question. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB: 
down a Question. 


I will put 


Captain NORTON: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman say whether, in connec- 
tion with the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department, it is not the duty of the 
Remounts Officer to advise the Secretary 
of State on all questions connected with 
this Department ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. That | 
does not arise out of the Question on the 
Paper, which is as to the duty of the 
Remount Department in regard to, 
horses that might be required in ad 
event of war. | 


Captain NORTON: My Question is, 
Sir, whether the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department and not the Military Intelli- 
gence Department is directly responsible | 
for the Remount Department to the 
Secretary of State for War. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. and gallant 
Member is wanting to ask another 
Question. He must give notice. 


Report on Remounts. 
Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 





will lay them upon the Table without 
any avoidable delay. 


Army Horses—Statistics. 

Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
Saffron Walden): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, can he state 
how many horses have been captured or 
taken in South Africa during the war ; 
how many have been purchased there; 
how many purchased in the United 
Kingdom, British Dependencies (other 
than those in South Africa), and other 
countries for the use of the British forces 
in South Africa; and what has been the 
average price paid per horse for the 
horses drawn from each of the above 
areas up to the latest date for which 
information is available. 

The number of 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


horses captured in South Africa, which 


have been reported by Lord Kitchener, 
amounts to 89,705. It should be re- 
membered that in the number of 
captures all horses are enumerated, and 
not only those suitable for military 
purposes. About 25,000 have been re- 
ported as commandeered and purchased. 


'The numbers purchased in _ other 


countries between Ist October, 1899, and 
31st December, 1901, are as follows 


United Kingdom 59,800 
South America 25,872 
United States of America 77,101 
Canada 11,304 
Horses shipped from Hungarian 

ports 23,936 
Australia 20,015 


In South Africa the total number of 
horses and mules purchased amounts 
approximately to 228,000. The separate 
figures of horses cannot immediately be 
separated from mules. The publication 
of the exact prices has always been 
declined. Any statement of average 
price would be taken at once as the 
lowest price which a dealer should obtain, 


Inoculation against Enteric Fever. 
Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): I beg to ask the Secretary 
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of State for War, whether he can now 
give any information as to the result of 
inoculation against enteric fever amongst 
the troops in South Africa; and what 
proportion of those who have died from 
enteric were inoculated; and how many 
were not inoculated. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The report 
oi a civil surgeon who was specially 
detailed to collect the information in 
South Africa has not yet been completed. 


Iam not therefore in a position to give | 


the information desired. 


Army Meat Contracts—Mr. Bergl's 
Contract. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, if the 
contractor for the supply of meat to the 
troops in South Africa after 31st March 
next is the same Mr. Bergl who, on 22nd 
May, 1901, was fined £10 for selling meat 
falsely described, at the Liverpool Police 
Court. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): At the same 
time may I ask the Secretary of State for 
War, if he is aware that Mr. Bergl, to 


whom the meat contract has been | 


awarded, has resold his entire interest in 
it to the Beit Group, consisting of 
Wernher, Beit, Zeiss, and Marks, for over 


£100,000: whether the War Office have | 
knowledge of the agreement entered into | 
between Mr. Bergl and the Imperial | 


Supply Company, and, if not, if they will 
inform themselves on the matter with a 
view of making a statement in this House, 


and also as to whether the names of the | 


right hon. ©. J. Rhodes and Dr. Jameson 
are associated with the Company; what 
inquiries have been made into the ante- 
ceden s of Mr. Bergl, and if he is aware 


that he has already been notorious for | 


labelling and selling inferior meat, River 
Plate as New Zealand, having been 


eventually prosecuted and convicted for | 


so doing; and, if he is aware that the 


contract for the supply of meat at | 


Aldershot was given from June to 
December, 1901, to Mr. Bergl, the contract 
having been immediately sublet by him ; 
and, if so, if he can state the reasons 
which induced the War Office to take the 
course they did in awarding the contract. 
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LorD STANLEY : We are not aware 
of the nature of the arrangement 
made between Mr. Bergl and the 
Imperial Supply and Cold Storage 
Company,| though it was  under- 
stood that) Mr. Bergl’s tender was made 
on behalf pf a syndicate and would be 
transferred to a Company. I understood 
Mr. Bergl was fined £10 last July at 
Liverpool., | am making inquiries into 
the circurastances. Mr. Bergl has held 
contracts for the War Office since 1897, 
at Colchester, Aldershot, York, and in 
Scotland, and has contracts now running. 
No complaints have been made against 
him during this period. The Aldershot 
contract from June to December, 1901, 
| was not given to Mr. Bergl—he did not 
_even tender for it. Mr. Bergl’s tender— 
being the lowest offered—was accepted 
| after most careful inquiry as to whether 
|the firms supporting him were finan- 
icially equal to the undertaking. A 
| deposit of £200,000 has been stipulated 
| for to sequre the due performance of the 
| contract. | 





| CapraIn DONELAN (Cork, E.): May 
| I ask whether the contracts with the War 
| Office in this case were continued to this 
| gentleman after his conviction. 


| 
Lorp |STANLEY: It was not a con- 
viction in connection with any contract 
with the War Office. [Opposition cries 
of “Oh!)”’] 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 


| No, it was dishonesty elsewhere. 


Mr. JAMES “ULOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet)| Is it the case that any of these 
contract} are sublet; and, if so, at what 


profit 2 | 


Lorp STANLEY : I have said I do not 
know what the nature of the arrange- 
ment mhde by Mr. Bergl is. Mr. Bergl 
tendered for this contract, saying he was 
doing it) on behalf of a syndicate which 
| wanted tc formacompany. Our business 
was to jsecure as far as we could due 
economy to the public. That we did by 
‘taking |the lowest tender. We have 
further to secure that the tender shall be 
| fulfilled) to the limit—that all we have 
| stipulated for we shall get. To do that 





| we have taken every power it is possible 
| 





663 Questions. 
to take. 


is Director of Supplies to Lord Kitchener, | 
and is now in England, returning shortly 


to South Africa, will undertake to see 
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We have insisted on this large | 
guarantee fund, and Colonel Morgan, who | 
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Martial Law in Cape Colony. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
| Rugby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
| State for War, whether he can state the 
‘number of British subjects in Cape 


that every single particular of the con-| Colony who have been imprisoned under 


tract is amply fulfilled. 
Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: 


noble Lord procure information as to sub- | 
letting, and the names of the persons to | 
whom the contracts were sublet ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir, I do not | 


| martial law in 1901, the total number 
| of those so sentenced now in prison, and 


Will the how many of those persons now in prison 


| are still untried. 


| Mr. BRODRICK: Full returns of the 
|trials under martial law have been 
already called for, but are not yet to 


think we can possibly call upon them for | hand. 


that. Our business was to secure the | 


lowest contract. That we have done. | 


We shall now secure that it is carried | Of Question}: 


out to our fullest satisfaction. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: 
for the information. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) : Can the 
noble lord state the names of the | hon. Gentleman has not 


guarantors ! 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir, I cannot 
at the present moment. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: You will, 
I suppose. 


Captain NORTON: Does not the 
usual clause against subcontracting apply | 
in this case ? 


Lorp STANLEY: It has to be done] 
to the satisfaction of those concerned in 
making the contract, and that has been | 
done. 


Mr. NORMAN: (Wolverhampton, 8.) : | 
Will the noble Lord say how many tenders 
were received for this contract. 


Lorp STANLEY: 
whole contract. 


Three for the 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- | 


shire, Eifion): After the noble Lord had 
noticed that Mr. Bergl did not want this 
contract for himself, but for a company, 
why did he let the contract without 
ascertaining who the company were and 
who were to execute it ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: 
it matter ? 


What does 


I will move | 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT [rising at end 
When will the promised 
| Return be laid before the House ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I hope to have the 
maior shortly, I cannot fix the date. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT: The right 
answered the 
‘last part: of my Question as to how many 
| persons are still untried. 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! These 
| Questions should have been asked, if at 
all, at the time the Question on the 


a was answered. rig ty 
| Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I did rise to 


| put them, Sir, but you called on the next 
| Question. 


Army Promotion—Major Generals. 
Mayor RASCH: I beg to ask the 
| Secretary of State for War, whether he 
| will consider the propriety of relaxing the 
| order that no promotion to the rank of 
/major general shall be made after 1st 
| January, 1901, except to fill appoint- 
ments and for distinguished service, 
taking into consideration the fact that 
the age clause operating concurrently 
must stop the promotion of the senior 
| colonels of the Army. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid I can 
hold out no hope of this relaxation. To 
attempt in any way to carry out the 
suggestion contained in this question 
would be to revert to the system of 
promotion by seniority, which is now 
impossible. It is, I think, of the first 
importance that selection should prevail 
for all the higher ranks in the Army. 
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Royal Hospital Park, Chelsea, 

Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
whether the Commissioners of the Royal 
Hospital, Chelsea, are converting into a 
cricket and football ground a portion of 
its park which has hitherto been open for 
the free use of the public; and, if so, 
whether he can state for whose benefit 
this conversion is being made, and on 
what conditions and for what team this 
open space is being so appropriated. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The public are not 
being deprived of the use of this ground ; 
permission has, however, been given to the 
soldiers and others employed at the War 
Office and its subordinate establishments 
to play Cricket, etc., thereon under con- 
ditions similar to those granted to Cricket 
Clubs in Battersea and other London 
Parks. The ground will not be used 
for football. 


Inspector General of Recruiting—Report. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether he 
will take steps to expedite in the present 
year the issue of the Report of the 
Inspector General of Recruiting. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. Every 
effort will be taken to expedite the work, 
but the officers engaged on it are very 
hard pressed. 


Military Knights of Windsor. 
Caprain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, if he can 
furnish a Return of all appointments dur- 
ing the last seven years to be Military 
Knights of Windsor, and state upon what 
principle the selections are made. 


Lorp STANLEY: The Return of the 
officers appointed can be given. The 
selections were made on account of 
poverty, as required by the Letters 
Paterit, and good service, and were made 
by Her late Majesty Queen Victoria, or 
His Majesty the King, from names sub- 
mitted by the Secretary of State on the 


recommendation of the Commander-in- | 


Chief. 


Government Transports. 
*Mr. REA (Gloucester): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, whether 





{7 FEBRUARY 1902} 





(Questions. 666 


he can state how many steamships belong- 
| ing to the mercantile marine are at the 
| present tie engaged on time charters as 
| transports by His Majesty’s Government. 
| | 

| THE SECRETARY to tae ADMIR- 
/ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, 
| W.): The number is 35. 

| | 

| Purchased Discharges from the Service. 

| Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
whether, having regard to the distinction 
| which exists in the mode of treating non- 
commissiqned officers and men discharged 
by purchase from the Army and Marines 
who have enlisted in the Royal Reserve 
Regiments in respect of their claims for 
refund of purchase money, the Lords Com- 
missioners of the Admiralty will take 
steps [to remove the restrictions in the 
Naval Regulations which prevent any 
refund of purchase money being made 
unless the man concerned enlists within 
six months of the date of his discharge 
by purchase. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The ques- 
tion whether any modification in the 
Naval Regulations respecting the refund 
of purchase money is desirable is under 
considergtion, but the conditions of ser- 
vice in the Royal Navy and the Royal 
Marines jare dissimilar from those in the 
Army, leing based on the long service 
system, and the practice at present fol- 
lowed in the Army may not be found the 
| most suitable for the Naval Service. 





| 





Torpedo Boats. 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty, whether he can state the number 
of torpedo boats of 16 knots and up to 
25 knots at present laid up in Sheerness, 
|Chathara, Portsmouth, and Devonport 
respectively ; and if these vessels are 
| ever put under steam trials. 





Mr. |ARNOLD- FORSTER: The 


number of boats of the description re- 





\ferred to laid up in the different 

| divisions of the reserve are— 

| Sheerness ate = none 

Chatham eee ie 9 
Portsmouth id ee 13 

| Delvonport ie — 11 


These vessels are put under steam trials 
in the “A” division of the Fleet Reserve, 





| 
| 
| 
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and are tried under steam in the basin 
or alongside for four hours over six 
months at the maximum boiler pressure. 


H.M.S8. “ Purious.” 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, whether 
he can state the nature of the break- 
down of the machinery of H.M.S. | 





“ Furious,” which necessitated her | 
return to Sheerness. 
Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: The! 


“Furious” commenced the full power | 
trial of her machinery on the 5th inst. | 
The trial was abandoned on account of | 
the giving out of the high pressure | 
Cylinder cover joints. The ship did | 
return to Sheerness. The trial was | 
carried out on the following day, and | 
the *‘ Furious ’ proceeded to Devonport. | 
H.M.S. “ Assistance.” 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
whether he can state who was the agent 
through whom H.M.S. * Assistance ” 
was purchased for the service ; what was 
the purchase price, including all extras ; 
at what date was she delivered ; and if | 
she is now ready for service as a floating | 
repair ship, with all the necessary plant | 
and tools fitted in her. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
‘* Assistance ” was purchased through 
the agency of Messrs. John G. Hammond, 
Junior, & Co. The net purchase price 
was £121,327. The date of delivery was 
the 7th August, 1901. The ship is not 
yet ready for service as a floating repair | 
ship, but it is hoped that she will be | 
completed during the course of the next 
financial year. Perhaps the hon. Mem- | 
ber will allow me once more, and for the | 
last time, to ask him if he will give me 
a little more notice. I ask that on my | 
own behalf, and on that of the officers 
of the Admiralty, on the ground that it 
is impossible to give adequate, con- 
sidered, and full answers, such as hon. 
Members are entitled to expect, at one | 
day's notice, when perhaps four or five 
of the principal dockyards have to be | 
consulted. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
given all the information I can under 
the circumstances. If the hon. Member 
wants more he must puta Question 
down. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I will do so. 


Australian Immigration Bill. 

Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.): I 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, if the Australian Immigrattion 
Bill, recently before the Federal; Parlia- 
ment, has been referred to him; and, if 
so, whether he has assented to the 
measure especially in reference to Kanaka 
labour in Queensland. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The Immi- 
| gration Restriction Act in its final form 
has not yet reached me, but from copies 


| of the Billin its earlier stages which I have 


received, it appears that Kanaka labour 
is excluded from its operation. Special 
provision has been made for that in the 
Pacific Islands Labourers Act which has 
just reached me and is now under 
consideration. 


Gold Coast Papers. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, whether he can state when he 
will be prepared to lay further Papers 
upon the Table on the affairs of the Gold 
Coast, in continuance of those published 
in March of last year. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Papers are 
in preparation, and will be laid in the 
course of a few weeks. 


Welsh Colonists in Patagonia. 
Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 


_Tydvil): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 


of State for Foreign Affairs, if he can 
give the number of Welsh colonists in 
Patagonia, who are anxious to leave and 
settle in a British colony, and the colonies 
to which they desire to go; and, what 
| result has followed the consideration that 
| was being given last July by the Foreign 
_ Office and Colonial Office to the feasibility 


| of furthering the wish. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Why did! 
not the Admiralty purchase this vessel | 
drect, instead of through an agent ? 


ment of Canada 
| 


*LorpD CRANBORNE: The Govern- 
decided to send two 
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669 Questions. 


delegates to Chubut in order to in-/ kind at East Ham; and whether he will 
vestigate the case of the Welsh Colonists | inquiré into the matter. 

on the spot, and decide whether they | | 

should be afforded an opportunity of| Tyr PRESIDENT or THe BOARD or 
emigrating to Canada. The delegates; TRADE (Mr. GrraLp BaA.rour, Leeds, 
were joined by Mr. E. Scott, a member | Central): I will direct the attention of 
oi His Majesty’s Legation at Buenos | the Company to the terms of the Hon. 
Ayres, and proceeded to Chubut at the | Member's Question. As recently as the 
eud of September last. We are informed | 4¢h instant the Board received a com- 
that about 500 Welsh colonists, out of a) munication from them repeating their 
total number of 2,500 are ready to pro-| statement that they had commenced the 
eed to Canada. It was found im-! erection of a new station and adding that 
possible to make further arrangements on | jt would of course be: suited to the needs 
the spot, and the Canadian delegates have | of the public making use of it. 

therefore returned to Canada and wi | 

repare a report. A local Committee was | — ‘ : 

boned as iS welas of communication. | Might P eS eae of 
[am not aware that at this investigation | Mr. MOSS (Dhinbighahive, =): Fm 
‘ 2 j ri} ra - 1 - 4 » “4 ’ ey s 

a definite wish was expressed by any of to ale \the Sauetary of State for the 


the colonists to go to any other colony | as : 
than Canada. Home Department, if his attention has 


‘been directed to the case of Kendrick 
“Tape” Record of Current Business in ‘Smith, who was, on 4th January last, 
the House. at the Overton petty sessions, in Flint- 
Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to/shire, eonvicted of night poaching, and 
ask the First Commissioner of Works, if, | sentenced to two months imprisonment, 
for the convenience of Members, he will | and ordpred to find sureties for his good 
arrange that the name of the Member in| behaviour. And, having regard to the 
possession of the House when Mr. Speaker , fact that it was given in evidence that 
leaves the Chair for the customary in- | Smith jas a married man with eight 
tervals shall appear on the tape, and ‘children, that he had never appeared in 
whether he will have a tape put in the | a police ¢ourt before, that he was knocked 
Strangers’ Dining Room. ‘down and handcuffed by the gamekeeper 
who arrested him, and that he denied 
COMMISIONER or | having offered any violence to the game- 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovucras, Kent keeper, whether he will cause inquiries 
St. Augustine’s): | will inquire into the | to be vee de _— the deptien of isa aye 
matter mentioned in the first paragraph. | * Y'©” to having the unexpired term o 
As regards the second, if there is a general | this sentence remitted. 
desire for it | will endeavour to carry it | 
out. Perhaps the hon. Member will be) Tue UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
kind enough to speak to me on the| ror tux HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
subject. JESSE COLLINGS, Birmingham, Bordesley) : 
|The Secretary of State regrets that the 
;hon. Mémber should have thought it 


THE FIRST? 


East Ham Station Accommodation. 





_ Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Roni- | necessar} 
ford) : | beg to ask the President of the | of a Ques 
Board of Trade, with regard to his letter | ealled to 


y to make this matter the subject 
tion. His attention had not been 
the case until the hon. Member- 








of 22nd November 1901 to the Manor! handed |to him last night a written 
Park and Plasket Ratepayers’ Associa- | representation which will be enquired 





tion, stating that the London, Tilbury, ‘into without delay. 


The Secretary of 


and Southend Railway Company had | State requests me to take this opportunity 


commenced to build a station at East! of statin 
Hani, whether he is aware that the | should | 
London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway | at the e 
Company have not performed any of | will be 
the promises they have made; and that | appears 


g that applications of this nature 
e made direct tothe Home Office 
arliest opportunity, where they 


it once attended to and, if there 


prima facie ground, form the 


they have erected no building of any | subject of enquiries. 
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Technical Instruction Acts Return. | 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President o: the | 
Committee of Council on Education, if 
he will grant the Return relating to the | 
Technical Instruction Acts, notice of | 
which stands on to-day’s Paper. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on 
EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cam- 
bridge University): The Board of 


Education have no jurisdiction as re- 
gards Ireland. As regards England | 
and Wales, the matters referred to in| 
the Question are under the exclusiee 
jurisdiction of Local Authorities, and the 
Board of Education cannot ‘undertake to 
obtain the information asked for. 


Alleged Intimidation in Galway. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary tothe Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, having regard to the fact that 
upon the evidence submitted to the 
magistrates at Ballygar, county Galway, 
in support of the charge of alleged in- 
timidation against Messrs. Lynam and 
Grainger, the Bench upon two occasions 
have disagreed; and, taking into con- 
sideration the cost and inconvenience to 
the defendants, whether he will now 
direct that prosecution to be withdrawn. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
institution or abandment of legal pro- 
ceedings are matters which I cannot dis- 
cuss by anticipation. 


Mr. ROCHE: Has any one com- 
plained to the authorities of being in- 
timidated by the speeches of Messrs. | 
Grainger and Lynam ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 672 
Irish Town Tenants. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether it 
is intended by the Government to in- 
troduce legislation for Ireland, securing 
to the town tenants similar legal pro- 
tection as that now afforded to agri- 


| cultural tenants under the Land Acts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Clanmoyle Labourers’ Cottage. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is aware 
that in the second scheme of labourers’ 
cottages promoted by the then Macroom 
Board of Guardians one application was 
sanctioned on the lands of a farmer 
named Hinchion, in the Clonmayle 
Electoral Division ; that the cottage was 
let out to contract about 12 years ago. 
but that the contractor failed to erect 
it; and about a year and a half since it 
was again let to contract and that the 
contractor signed the necessary bonds, 
but has not yet commenced to build on 
the site: and will he explain the cause 
of the delay in the erection of this 
cottage, and state what steps the Local 
Government Board will take to compel 
its immediate erection. 
has 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board 


‘called upon the District Council for a 


statement of the facts of this case. 


Clogheen Fire Engine—Action of 
Artillerymen. 
Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
whether he is aware that, on the 28th 


/and 29th of August, 1901, a number of 


Artillerymen, stationed in Clogheen, in 
the County of Tipperary, broke down 


portions of the boundary fence to a field 


t+ The following is the Return referred to :— 

**Technical Instruction Acts,—Return for 
the year 1900 for England, Wales, and Ireland, 
of the working of the Technical Instruction 
Acts, showing in each district the proportion 
of mechanics represented on the Technical In- ; 
struction Boards to outside bodies ; the num- 
ber of instructors possessing practical know- 
ledge of the trades or industries taught ; the | 
number of examiners possessing practical | 
knowledge; and the results of the examina- | 
tions in each district, denoting the examina- | 
tions by the practical and theoretical in- | 


structors respectively.” 
1 


belonging to a lady residing there, 
brought a fire engine on her lands, and 
from water thereon syringed a number 
of horses which had for months previously 
been seriously affected with mange and 


not allowed into camp, and that, owing 


to the fear of infection from the horses, 
the land has been useless for months: 
How many horses suffering from mange 
were shot by the Military authorities at 
Clogheen, and how much these horses 
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mst the Government: And, will he Record; any information required as to 
aplain why the Military authorities have its proceedings should be obtained by 
refused to acknowledge any liability for | application in the usual manner. 
jamage except the cost of rebuilding the | | 
yalls ; and will he direct an inquiry to) Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask the 
te held into the claim made by the owner | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
af the land for £30 compensation. | of Ireland whether he is aware that some 
| persons interested in the inquiry to be 
Lorp STANLEY: 18 horses at Clog-| held on the 18th inst. by the Railway 
hen were under treatment for mange ;/Commission¢rs into the proposed raising 
they were washed in a lane by a fire} of rates by| the Great Northern and 
mgine operating from the field adjacent, | Western Railway Company were not 
rhich was separated from the lane by a|cognisant of the fact that the 22nd of 
vall. 11 horses were destroyed, costing | January was the last day fixed for the 
ibout £40 a piece. I have no further | lodging of objections; and whether he 
Eomation on the matter. will endeavour to get such persons 
: | facilities for putting forward their causes 
Mr. CULLINAN: Assuming injury | of complaint. 
ls done to the property of this lady, is | Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My right 


she not entitled to compensation ? | , 
: P | hon. friend has asked me to reply to 


Lorp STANLEY: That is a matter for | this Question, but I am afraid my only 
the General Officer Commanding. /answer can be that no Government 


| Department has any title to intervene 
Me. CULLINAN: Can the Military 1 the way suggested ih connection with 


| ° ce . 
huthorities trespass on private property | Proceedings before the Railway and 
mith impunity. | Canal Committees. I understand, how- 


lever, that about 80 ob)ections have been 


Me. SPEAKER: ! lodged, and I should imagine that in all 
4 ee Sen a probability these will sufficiently cover 
Railway and Canal Commission—Sitting ‘he stound. — 
in Dublin, EET eRe ae 
‘ ...| Private Members’ Proposals for Amend- 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Pre-| canis of Woecelines. 


‘ident of the Board of Trade, whether he | 5 : : 
saware that the Railway Commissioners | Mr. DILLON (May 0, E): On a joer 
¢ of order, I wish to know whether private 


we to sit in Dublin on the 18th of | Members will be in order in putting down 


voygs AO wine ae =. yr ae ge new Standing Orders on the Paper, and 
Liiivad en pe pean rt oor A Magee whether they will be in order in putting 
‘ M Y down Amendments to other portions of 


pplication has been received to defer aaa" . 
i sitting in order to enable the pre- | the Btanding Crders which ste net pro- 
ti na a | posed to be amended by the Government. 



















|* Mr. SPEAKER: Members are not 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The date | entitled to put) down Motions for new 
nentioned by the hon. Member was that Standing Orders otherwise than they 
mginally fixed, I understand. The | would be if the (tovernment had made no 
Registrar to the Railway and Canal | proposal at all. That is, they could only 
mmission has, however, informed me | put them down among notices of Motion. 
hat as the parties will not all be ready | As regards the other Question, Amend- 
or the hearing on the 18th inst., it} ments cannot le moved that are not 
és been postponed until after Easter, | relevant to the) Government proposals. 
hich will give all parties entitled to be | The Government proposal is this substan- 
ard on opportunity of preparing their | tive Motion, and Amendments that are 
ase. Notice of the date will, I am | relevant to that may be moved. I will wait 
tformed, be given to all such parties. until I hear what an Amendment is before 
must remind the hon. Member that I decide whether it is relevant. It may 
he Board of Trade have no control over | be relevant although it relates to another 
he Commission, which is a Court of | part of the same| Standing Order. 

\ 


| 
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Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- | 
ford): Do I rightly understand that there , 
will be no opportuuity for the House, | 
during the discussions on the Rules of | 
Procedure moved by the Government, | 
even to consider any further proposals for | 
Amendments to existing Orders, for 
instance, with regard to obstruction in| 
debate, apart from the question of | 
disorder ? | 


* Mr. SPEAKER: I think the right 
hon. Gentleman’s Question answers 
itself. He asks whether there will be an | 
opportunity during the discussion of the 
Government proposals to discuss matters | 
which are not in the Government 
proposals. 


NEW BILL. 


COUNTY JUSTICES CLERKS. 

Bill to prohibit Clerks to Petty Sessional 
Divisions of Counties from undertaking 
prosecutions of persons committed for | 
trial by the Justices of such Petty Ses- | 
sional Divisions, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. Abel Thomas, 
Mr. Lawson Walton, Mr. Brynmor Jones, 
Mr. Robert Wallace, and Mr. William 


Jones. 


COUNTY JUSTICES CLERKS BILL. 

“To prohibit Clerks to Petty Sessional 
Divisions of Counties from undertaking 
prosecutions of persons committed for 
trial by the Justices of such Petty 
Sessional Divisions, presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 26th 
February, and to be printed. [Bill 86.] 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 


Ordered, that the Committee do consist 
of Fifteen Members. 

The Committee was accordingly nomi- 
nated of—Mr. Baldwin, Mr. Banbury, 
Mr. Blake, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. Austen | 
Chamberlain, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Cameron | 
Corbett, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. | 
Goddard, Sir Brampton Gurdon, Sir 
Arthur Hayter, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir 
Robert Mowbray, Mr. Pym, and Mr. 
Powell Williams. 

Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records.—(Sir William Walrond.) 





Government on the Order Paper relating 
'to the Procedure of the House be now 


| Question, in order to add the words 


cated a change in its rules and practice 
/it is desirable that the proposals of the 


largest, most revolutionary and most 
/of Parliament, ever submitted by 


| Minister, and against all precedent, the 
' House is asked to consider and _ adopt 


‘opinion it is one of considerable weight. 
|from unbroken precedent and _ practice, 
| but the request is made to a new House 


‘at the opening of its second session—a 


‘invasion of new Members who are utterly 


‘young Member of the House will feel 
/no Member of the House is qualified to 


| of the rules until he has served five or sii 
sessions, because they are absolutely and 


NEW PROCEDURE RULES. 
[GENERAL DIScUSSION—SHCOND Day.] 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned 

Debate on Amendment to Question [6th 
February]. “That the proposals of the 


considered :’’—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) And 
which Amendment was, to leave out from 
the word “ That,” to the end of the 


“before the House enters upon the 
discussion in detail of so large and compl 


Government should be referred to the 
consideration of a Select Committee, ”— 
(Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


(4.15.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): The 
Resolutions which the House is now asked 
to consider constitute undoubtedly the 


far reaching alterations in the Procedure 


these Rules without previous examina: 
tion by a Committee, and without any 
proof whatever of urgency or immediate 
necessity. There is another considera- 
tion which has not been alluded to in 
the course of this debate—and in my 


Not only is the House asked to part 


House in which there is a very large 


unacquainted with the working of its 
rules and therefore cannot bring to the 
consideration of the many sound or wel 
informed judgment as to virtue or vice 
of the proposal. I do not think any 


that 1 am speaking disrespect fully of his 
ability when I say that in my judgment 


give an opinion of any value as to the 
desirability or necessity of the alteration 
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necessarily ignorant of the causes of the 


676 
ES. 
Day.) 
djourned 
tion [6th 
s of the 
* relating 
be now 
7.) And 
out from 
1 of the 
ie words 
pon the 
d compli- 
| practice 
ls of the 
1 to the 
ittee, ”— 


the effect which any alteration of them 
would produce. I ventureto say that, in 


the reasons advanced by the First Lord 
ofthe Treasury in his preliminary state- 
ment were the most trivial and super- 
ficial ever made by any Minister in 
laying such proposals before the House. 
He did not in fact attempt to make out 
the smallest case for their necessity. 

| would ask hon. Members to compare 


man approached this grave and important 
subject with that indicated in the first 
twoor three paragraphsof the Report of 
the Committee of 1861, a Committee on 


which sat such men as Lord Palmerston, 
That the 
and part Disraeli, with other great 
mentarians. It was a Committee which 
recommended the House to proceed with 
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respect the unwritten law of Parliament 
which for ages had secured a good system 
of legislation, perfect freedom of debate, 
and due regard for the rights of minorities. 
They added that no change was jus- 
tified which experience had not proved 
tobe necessary, and that the maintenance 
a old rules preferable to the 
making of new ones. 
principles sanctioned by great masters 
ot Parliamentary tactics. I again call 
ittention to the extraordinary difference 
between that spirit and the spirit in 
which the First Lord of the Treasury 
invited the House to consider the 
rules on the present occasion. On 
previous occasions these matters have 
jen referred to a strong Committee 
dithis House, before which the Speaker 
ind the Senior Clerk at the Table have 
been examined, and then, when the 
whole subject has been carefully con- 
‘dered, the Committee have reported to 
the House, which has fully debated the re- 
‘ommendations. In the present instance, | 
the Government have adopted an en-| 
tirely different procedure, and having | 
done so, they were bound to endeavour 
loestablish a case of urgent emergency | 
and to frame some specific rule to meet | 
i. I listened to the preliminary state- 
mentso’ the First Lord with some, 
curiosity, and I now assert that he did | 


Was 
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rules and the forms under which the | 
business of the House is transacted, and | 


making this last and unparalleled demand, | 


the spirit in which the right hon. Gentle- | 


Sir James Graham, Mr. Bright, Mr. | 
Parlia- | 


the utmost caution, and to treat with | 


These were the, 


‘tion, the number was 20. 


Rules. 


| not even attempt to make out a case of 
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emergency. 


Let me recall the attention of the 
House to what occurred last session. 
The only case which the right hon. 
'Gentleman attempted to make out, was 
based on a comparison of last session with 
| the session of 1800. But was the com- 
| parison fair? Last year the House of 
Commons met abnormally late, and under 
abnormal circumstances also in regard to 
the pressure of public business. This 
country was jin the midst of a great war, 
and shortly after the House assembled 
there was laid before it a _ Civil 
Service Estirnate, absolutely unparalleled 
in the history of Parliament—an Estimate 
raising a number of important issues, 
which in my experience, extending over 
20 years, was entirely without precedent. 
In addition to that, there were great 
questions reldting to the war to be de- 
bated. Furthermore, a large number of 
days were wasted through the misman- 
agement of the Government in discussing 
the preliminary stages of an Education 
Bill which everybody knew had no 
chance of passing. The progress of 
business last year, taking into considera- 
tion the war, the Supplementary Civil 
Service Votes, the long discussion on the 
reorganization of the War Office, and 
the time bestowed on the education ques- 
tion, certainly does not lend itself to the 
making out of any such case of emer- 
gency. There is one other aspect of last 
session to which I should like to turn 
for a moment. The right hon. Gentle- 
man spoke of the abuse by hon. Members 
of their privileges, especially in regard to 
moving the adjournment of the House, 
and I will ask hon. Members to look at 
the history) of that subject for the last 
ten years, and then say whether the 
adjournment has been recently abused. 
A very interesting Return has been issued 
giving the number of Motions for 
adjournment from 1882 down to 1901. 
In 1882 there were four Motions, in 
1885 four, in 1887 eleven, in 1888 ten. 
and, going on to 1893-4, when the right 
hon. Gentleman was leading the Opposi- 
That year is 
absolutely without a parallel. In 1894, 
the adjourtiment was moved five times, 
in 1896 six, in 1897 seven, in 1898 five, 
in the two sessions of 1899 five, in 1900 
six, and in 1901 nine times, or less than 
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half the number of times when the right 
hon. Gentleman himself was leading the 
Opposition. What justification is there 
for saying that there was obstruction or 
abuse of the privilege? What was the 
language of the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies in regard te what occurred 
in 1893-94? Hedid not then appeal for 
a stringent new Rule to put down 
obstruction ! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.): 
I never used the word “obstruction” or 
said that there had been abuse of the 
privilege. 

Mr. Ditton: Surely you ought to 
make out a case for your new Rules. If 
there is no case, why are our privileges 
to be abridged ! 


Mr. A. J. Batrour: You are in- 
venting a case which I never stated. 


Mr. DILLON: The right hon. Gentle- 
man based his case on the comparison 
between 1800 and 1901. Let me 
again refer to what the Colonial 
Secretary said on this question at 
Braintree on the 15th December, 1893. 
He said that under our constitutional 
system the House of Commons was and 
ought to be the eyes and ears and voice 
of the nation, and if it no longer fulfilled 
its proper function, if the minority of 
the House were trampled upon and 
silenced, if the majority were at the same 
time tyrannical to their opponents and 
servile to their leaders, then the time had 
come when a new appeal should be made 
to the people. Surely in the present case 
there is not even a pretext for interfer- 
ence with the rights of private Members ; 
and I appeal again to the authority of 
Mr. Disraeli, Mr. John Bright and Sir 
James Graham to show that it has been 
the unbroken tradition of the House 
most scrupulously to avoid interference 
with private Members’ rights unless the 
necessity was proved for it. 

The right hon. Gentleman laid a good 
deal of stress on the abuse of Questions. 
Hecompared the enormous number of the 
Questions put last session with the num- 
ber asked in 1800. I should be perfectly 
prepared to admit that last session there 
were in my judgment too many supple- 
mentary Questions, and I myself have 
exercised any influence I possessed to 


Mr. Dillon. 
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| mitigate that. But I have always noticed 
| that Members used to Parliamentary 
| life are eager to show that they are ip. 
| terested in the affairs of their constitu. 
| ents, and seek, by putting supplementary 
_ Questions, the opportunity of bringing 
themselves forward which they might 
'not have if they waited the chance of 
speaking in debate. The right hon 
Gentleman seems to forget that ampk 
| powers already exist to check that abuse, 
The right hon. Gentleman said that 
| Question time was not the proper time to 
/examine Ministers. I am not quite so 
| sure, for a great many bad abuses might 
| have been cloaked over had it not been 
| for Questions. We have had striking ex. 
jamples of that during the last three 
| days in regard to the remount scandal 
'and the meat contract. At present there 
/are ample means of meeting any diff. 
culty, and there is no ground for any 
charge of abuse in this matter. Impro- 
| per Questions, can be altered or alto- 
gether stopped at the Table, and Mr. 
Speaker can also stop the supplementary 
Questions when he thinks they are ex- 
ceeding a reasonable limit. Not only has 
the Chair that power, but the Minster 
himself has a right to refuse to answer 
supplementary Questions if he thinks it 
desirable to take that course in the 
public interest. Therefore I say there 
is no foundation for this charge of abuse, 
Questions are in my opinion one of the 
most valuable privileges still left to private 
Members, and with regard to them | 
assert that the First Lord has made out 
no case for an extension of the ample 
powers that already exist to check any 
possible abuse. 

Ido not know whether hon. Members 
are aware of the extent to whieh 
this right of hon. Members has been 
cut down. The First Lord of the 
Treasury was right in saying that the 
number of Questions has increased, but his 
comparison with 1800 was a preposterous 
one. I would institute a comparison with 
1861, when the great Committee 
sat; that I think would be more reason- 
able. What were the rules under which 
the business of the House was then carried 
on? Every Friday there was submitted 

at the commencement of public business a 
Motion—That the House at its rising do 
‘adjourn until Monday next. On that 
| Motion every Member had a right to 


|debate any subject under the sun. On 
| 
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those occasions Member after Member | 
would raise questions in which he or his | 
constituents were interested, and Ministers 
were obliged to reply ; while frequently 
the Government did not get to their 
business at ali on Fridays, as the Motion 
would not be carried until 10 o’clock. 
When, therefore, a Member had a question 
to ventilate, he waited until Friday, and 
it was then put and answered. On the 
occasion of the Committee of 1861, on the 
recommendation of the Speaker and after 
much debate, the privilege was taken 
away, but it was taken on the specific 
understanding that Fridays should be 
Supply days, and that the right previously 
exercised by Meinbers on the Motion for 
adjournment until Monday should be left 
to them on the Motion “that Mr. Speaker 
do leave the Chair” for the purpose of 
the House going into Committee of Supply. 
As a reason for agreeing to abolish the 
Motion for adjournment, the then Speaker 
pointed out that Members had this oppor- | 
tunity on every occasion of the House 
going into Committee of Supply, and also 
a similar opportunity on going into Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. I lay great 
stress on this point, because the right hon. 
Gentleman contended that the right of 
raising questions on the Motion that 
the Speaker do leave the Chair for the 
House to go into Committee of Ways 
and Means was an obsolete right which 
had not been exercised for more than a 
century. That is absolutely untrue. I 
hold in my hand the Report of the 
Committee of 1861, in which there is a 
statement of the Motions made against 
the Speaker leaving the Chair during 
the session of 1860, and what are the 
facts? On nearly every Supply night 
a Motion was made and generally dis- 
cussed. The Committee of Ways and 
Means sat on fifteen days, and on three 
occasions a discussion took place on a 
Motion brought forward by a Member 
against the Speaker leaving the Chair. 
Therefore, the right not only existed but 
was exercised. It is absurd to argue 
that because there has been an increase 
of Questions, therefore there has been 
obstruction, and an emergency has 
arisen which must be met by new Rules. 
The increase of Questions is the natural 
result of the invasion and destruction of 
other rights which Members previously 
enjoyed. No case has been made out | 


for an alteration on the ground of the) 
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| abuse of the right to question Ministers. 


I would remind the House that only a 
yearago, when I moved the adjournment 
of the House in consequence of the re- 
fusal of the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs to answer a supplemen- 


| tary Question, the Government majority 


fell from 146 to 40, so strong was the 
feeling of the House that it was injurious 
to the functions and dignity of this 
House to be denied the exercise of that 
right which distinguishes it, more than 
almost anything else, from foreign 
Assemblies. 


I, come now, Sir, to what I consider 
is one of the most important new Rules 
—that with regard to punishment. The 
Leader of the House did not attempt to 
make any case for that Rule. That 
was an unparalleled course to take. The 
right hon. Gentleman has introduced 
for the consideration of the House a 
number of Rules, one of which is 
undoubtedly most contentious, and cal- 
culated to stir up bitter feeling, and 
plainly directed against one particular 
section of the House—and for that 
reason. if for no other, completely foreign 
to the spirit and traditions of the House 
of Commons—and he has passed over 
that; Rule without one word to justify it. 
But some of his followers have remedied 
the omission. The hon. Member for the 
Stretford Division of Lancashire said that 
he desired to prevent disgraceful scenes, 
and the Colonial Secretary, with the cour- 
tesy which always distinguishes him, 
stated that for his part he held there 
should be no mercy shown to men who 
defied the Chair. That was an unfortu- 
nate expression, and one not calculated, 
when Members are dealing with each 
other in the House, to uphold the dignity 
or decency of the conduct of business. 
When the hon. Member for the Stretford 
Division made his observation, I asked 
what disgraceful scenes he desired to pre- 
vent, 1am now on somewhat delicate 
ground, but no Member has a right to 
justify a demand for more stringent 
punishment by such an observation as 
that, and then funk at giving parti- 
culars of the “ disgraceful scenes” to 
which he refers. Why is this new Rule 
necessary? What are the disgraceful 
scenes against which it is directed? Is 
it to prevent such disgraceful scenes as 
that which occurred on Wednesday last, 
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which the Leader of the louse regretted | 
but did not condemn? The Members 
engaged in that scene were English | 
Members. What happened? A certain | 
body of Members got in the ‘‘ No ” lobby 
and refused to leave it when called upon 
by the tellers. 


of defeating— 


Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.): Ona 
point of order, Mr. Speaker. Is the hon. 


Member in order in imputing motives | 


to other Members of the House ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. 
Member is in order in commenting 
generally on what took place. 


Mr. DILLON: I will remove any diffi- 
culty on the point of order by not 
imputing motives ; I will describe facts. 
Those Members remained in the “ No 
lobby with the effect of defeating the pur- 
pose of the House. | deliberately state 
on my own observation that, after the 
division was over, one of the tellers re- 
mained behind the Speaker’s Chair watch- 
ing the clock, and refusing to bring the 
numbers to the Table until the hour at 
which opposed business ceases had passed. 
[ will not apply the term ‘‘disgraceful 
scene ”’ to that, but it wasa very remark- 
able one. Is it a greater offence against 
order to remain sitting quietly on the 
Benches in the House while a division is 
in progress, than to remain in the lobby 
while a division is in progress, and refuse 
to return ? 
which this Rule is directed, or the scene 
of March 5th last, when the Irish Mem- 
bers received very different treatment ? 
Then on July 26th, 1893, a scene 
occurred which | think might be des- 
cribed as disgraceful, when for the first 
and only time in its history, a free fight 
took place on the floor ofthe Houseof Com- 
mons. That scene was incited by the 
Leaders of the Unionist Party. The Irish 
Members werethen sitting near the U nion- 
ists and watched their operations. The 
leaders told their men not to leave the 
House. I am not referring to the hon. 
Member for Fulham, but to the leaders of 
the Party. The Members refused to leave 
the House, they defied the Chair, and 
turned the House of Commons intoa pan- 
demonium. But there was no proposal for 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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in that lobby with the deliberate purpose | 


Is that the scene against | 
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|jnereased punishment brought in then. 
What are the disgraceful scenes which 
demand such punishment as this? These 
| proposals are based on no disgraceful 
scenes, but they are introduced for the 
“deliberate purpose of driving out of this 
House the representatives of lreland, and 
the proposal of this Resolution is the most 
| disgraceful proceeding in the annals of the 
| House of Commons. I believe that the 
| time will yet come when the hon. Members 
| engaged in this operation will be ashamed 
of their performance. The Colonial Secre- 
tary said something in his speech at Brain- 
tree about the disgraceful scene of 1893. 
On the 15th of December, 1893, the right 
hon. Gentleman said the Opposition were 
treated as if they were irreconcilable 
enemies of the Government, and tried to 
| bully them into submission, but they were 
Englishmen. The Colonial Secretary then 
went on to blame the Government of that 
day for so conducting the business of the 


| 


” . 
_House as to excite the temper of hon. 


Members to such an extent as led to the 
scene of 1893. ‘The right hon. Gentleman 
did not propose then that there should be 
fresh Rules, but suggested that the Govern- 
ment should be thrown out of office and 
and he and his friends called in. 

In his opening speech the First Lord 
drew a comparison between the state 
of business in this House in 1800 and 
in 1901, and it is on this comparison a. id 
this alone that he based the whole case / 
the necessity.of these Rules. What was 
the condition of affairs in 1800? In that 
year there was no Opposition at all in this 
House for the Opposition had withdrawn. 
In the next place, Mr. Pitt’s chief assistant 


was Mr. Dundas who was indicted for 
£30,000. |AN Hon. MeEmper: He was 


acquitted.] Yes, he was acquitted by the 
casting vote of his own colleague in the 
Cabinet. It is a most painful thing to have 
a Cabinet Minister indicted in that way. 
It is simply playing with the House to 
build the case for the new Rules in a 
comparison between 1800 and 1901, for 
in the former year England was ruled not 
by the House of Commons but by about 
a dozen great families in England and by 
the Court. The House of Commons was 
then only the instrument of the great 
families, and there was little or no interest 
taken in the proceedings of the House. 
The doctrine of Ministerial responsibility 
was then in its infancy, for in 1800 the 
responsibility was with the Court and the 
great families who controlled the House. 
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by the Colonial Secretary, whose speech 
[ listened to with great interest, because 
we are now passing through a very con- 
siderable constitutional evolution which 
very few Members of the House have 
any notion of. What is the Colonial 
Secretary’s doctrine? He said— 

“ Here we are, the creatures of the majority, 
and if you don’t like us and our measures you 
can turn us out.” 

This doctrine is subversive of the true 
principle of Ministerial responsibility. I 
ask the House to reflect to see how far 
that doctrine carries them. If that is a 
genuine doctrine why does the House of 
Commons waste 26 days every year in 
Supply ? The whole business of the 
House could be done in six weeks under 
such a doctrine. That is the doctrine of 
the political boss, the boss of Tammany. 
That is the doctrine wrapped up and 
involved in the doctrine of the Colonial 
Secretary. There was a most significant 
passage in the speech of the First Lord of 
the ‘Treasury which he delivered upon 
introducing this change. The right hon. 
Gentlemen asked the House to contrast 
1800 with 1901, and he went on to say 
that there was in 1800 no question of 
passing a vote, but the difficulty was to 
get the requisite number to vote the 
money. When that statement was made by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for War said “ Hear, hear.” Sucha 
doctrine no doubt would be veryjacceptable 
to the Secretary for War because he would 
be relieved of the necessity of explaining 
his contracts, and he would be justified 
under it in refusing any information 
whatever. Within my memory the 
House of Commons has travelled a good 
deal along that road. That is not the 
doctrine of ministerial responsibility and 
constitutional practice, which distinguishes 
this House from other legislations and 
from Congress in America. In the British 
House of Commons it has always been 
recognised as a regret and duty not only 
of the Opposition but of the Government 
supporters to criticise Ministers in order 
to elicit from them information for the 
guidance of the public outside. When 
Ministers take up such a position as that 
they are travelling on a road which will 
lead them ultimately and inevitably to 
the total abolition of the true doctrine of 
ministerial responsibility. One hon. 
Member has said that the influence of the | 
House of Commons is rapidly waning, 








Another doctrine has now been set up| 
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but that is not due to any evil 
which the proposed Rules aim at, but it 
is due to an evil which these Rules will 
enormously increase. It is due to the 
fact that the country is coming to the 
conclusion that the House of Commons 
is gradually having less and less voice in 
the government of the country, and that 
the centre of gravity of government is 
moving in other directions. Undoubtedly 
the public is a very competent judge in 
/such matters. If the House of Com- 
mons allows itself to be ignored, and 
allows all great public announcements to 
be made across the floor of the House of 
Lords before we get them in a scramble 
before the dinner hour, the country will 
continue to take less interest in our 
proceedings which will become a matter 
of indifference to the public. 

It is trifling with the House, and 
making fun of us to compare for the pur- 
pose of building up a case the proceedings 
of 1800 and 1901. Let me draw the atten- 
tion of the First Lord of the Treasury to 
what happened-in 1861. He stated in 
his comparison that in 1800 the House 
sat 72 days, and in 1901 it sat 
115 days, and upon that he based the 
claim that the pressure of business had so 
enormously increased that something 
must be done. Listen to this paragraph 
from the Committee’s Report in 1861. 

‘Tt is admitted that within the last few 
years, the public and private business of the 
House has greatly increased and the increase 
has been met) by corresponding diligence and 
energy on the part of the House.” 


In 1861, the number of days on which 
the House sat was 145, and the number 
of hours was 1244, and the number of 
hours after midnight was 147. I say 
that these figures show that the strain 
of public business in 1861 was greater 
than it was last year. Is it not, therefore, 
monstrous for the First Lord of the 
Treasury to ignore this fact and claim 
that there is an urgent necessity for the 
new Rules on the ground of the number 
of days and hours we sat last session ? 
I maintain that in his preliminary obser 
vations the First Lord made no case 
whatever for those Rules, and with the 
exception of one or two small Amend- 
ments which are trifling in their char- 
acter, and perhaps may be considered 
improvements, I| intend to oppose the 
| whole of the Rules as calculated in my 
oe 
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opinion to degrade the House of Commons, 
and, to a very large extent, do away with 
ministerial responsibility. 

let me recur for one moment to the 
matter of Questions. The hon. Member 
for the Stretford division excited some 
amusement by posing before the House 
and speaking eloquently asa busy lawyer. 
With his enormous income he is willing 
to immolate himself on the altar of 
duty. He said that any man who was 
not willing by attending here to sacrifice 
a lucrative business was contemptible. 
How often will he be here at 2 o’clock ? 
What the hon. and learned Member 
wanted was leave to stay away until 5 
o'clock. He then said that the great object 
of the new Rules was to make the House 
of Commons an effective instrument for 
the discharge of its duties. I ask, what 
is the greatest function of the House of 
Commons? In my opinion the function 
that has made it the admiration of the 
world as the instrument of liberty of the 
British nation is that it isthe only House, 
as far as | know, which has succeeded in 
bringing the Executive Government 
under the direct and constant control of 
the representatives of the people. That 
is the glory of the House of Commons. 
That is the great distinctive mark which 
differentiates it from other legislative 
assemblies. Other Houses make laws, 
but I know none other where Ministers 
are compelled, from day to day, to account 
to the representatives of the people for 
the way in which they administer the 
law. We have been charged—and it is 
quite true in the sense stated so elo- 
quently by the hon. Member for Water- 
ford—that in this House we are more or 
less a foreign element. It is quite true 
that we believe, and have good reasons 
for our belief, that in this House we get 
no fair play, and are treated, not as 
individual Members of the House but as 
a group of Members against whom 
every man’s hand is turned [Irish cheers 
and Opposition cries of “‘ No,no!”] Well, 
Ido notsay every man’s, butagainstwhom 
the hand of the Ministry is turned and 
against whom new sets of! Rules are con- 
stantly being formulated. But while I, as 
an Irish Nationalist, see in this House and 
am compelled to see in it, only the instru- 
ment of oppression which makes bad 
laws, based on ignorance of my country, 
and gives us no facilities to see that these 


Mr. Diilon. 
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laws are humanely administered, I hope 
I can divorce myself from that point of 
view and consider the position for a 
moment from another standpoint. I[ 
have sat in this House for twenty years, 
and Inow declare most sincerely and 
solemnly that from year to year my 
admiration of the House as the instru- 
ment for the protection of the liberties 
of the British people has grown and 
increased, but I say, at the same time, 
thatthe main and primary business of 
the House of Commons is the control of 
the Executive and the protection of the 
taxpayers, and let me ask what is the 
means by which we can control the 
Executive Government and bring to its 
knowledge the grievances of the subject ? 
The first means in my opinion is the 
right of questions, and to say that 
that right can be fulfilled by pointed 


answers is an_ absurdity. It is 
only by compelling Ministers to stand 
up in their places in this House 


and answer the questions put to them, 
that our rights in this respect are 
preserved, and that is the power in my 
opinion which will most effectively and 
surely safeguard liberty in this House. 
In this matter, the outside public think as 
we do. Take the papers of the United 
Kingdom, look at their parliamentary 
reports, and you will see that it is the 
questions asked of Ministers — that 
receive most attention. Here [ may 
remind the House that the Press has 
already held a meeting and _ protested 
against the postponement of questions on 
the ground that if they are brought on at 
a late hour, it will be impossible to report 
them. 

I now come to one other subject on 
which there is to be an alteration and 
which has not been alluded to before— 
namely the question of divisions. I say 
the attempt to deprive a small minority 
of the right of registering their names in 


certain circumstances, is an outrageous 


| howled down. 


| 


invasion of the fundamental principal of 
representation in this House. In this 
connection | may refer to what occurred 
in the House in 1878. I am quoting 
from a most linteresting return giving the 
divisions in which a small minority voted 
at a time when they were defending a 
most unpopular cause and were of course 
I turn to one of these 
divisions and I find that on 9th July, 
1877, 19 men, for whom Sir Charles. 
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Dilke and Mr. Courtney were tellers, 
yoted against a South African Bill —a 
measure which has since proved to be the 
root and origin of all the recent troubles 
—and [ say it would be a great injustice 
if these men had not been allowed to 
register their opinions, for time has 
justified their action on that occasion. 
And it is at these times when small 
minorities are defending unpopular 
causes, when passions are aroused, when 
men having the courage of their con- 
victions are fighting for a cause which, 
at the moment, appears a lost cause, 
that they should have their names 
published and show the public how they 
are voting. When I turned to this 
Report, issued at the end of 1878, to see 
if any case has arisen since, which would 
support the present purpose, | find in it 
the number of divisions in which the 
minorities are less than 11 Members. | 
find that in 1877 there were 69 divisions 
with less than 11 in the minority, and in 
the same year there were 101 divisions 
with less than 20 Members in the lobby. 
Now, Ii venture to say, that in the 
whole of last session there were not two 
divisions with less than 20 in the lobby. 
Yet this Committee saw nothing in these 
figures to justify them in depriving the 
House of Commons of this great and 
fundamental privilege. 


{7 FEeBru 


We all know in reality what is the 
origin of these new Rules. ‘The First 
Lord of the Treasury made no case 
for these Rules because there was 
no case to make, or rather, | should 
say, he had no case to make which 
he was not ashamed to state. These 
Rules are framed for the sole purpose of 
degrading and suppressing one se ‘tion of 
the House, and that section, one which if 
there was any sense of fair play or man- 
liness on the part of the great majority 
of this House. should be dealt with rather 
tenderly and magnanimously. I allude, 
of course, to the Irish Nationalists who 
must always expect to remain in a min- 
ority in this House. Our position in this 
House is a difficult and unpleasant one. 
I have come to admire this House, more | 
than I can find language to express, as | 
an instrument of English liberty. But 
for us it has always been an instrument | 
of oppression, and we have never ob- | 
tained in this House fair play and | 
equal treatment with English Mem- 
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bers. And when I come to con- 
sider the means | which have been 


adopted especially in those Rules for the 
purpose of humiliating and annoying the 
Irish Members. I turn to the proposal 
that we should be compelled to make an 
apology in addition to suffering the 
stringent punishment meted out. Why 
should we be called upon to apologise ? 
[ have sat in this House for 20 years; 
and I say now that I have never been 
guilty of gross disorder. On four or five 
occasions I have been suspended. But 
I have never been guilty of gross dis- 
order, and if I have used an unparlia- 


mentary expression, I have never 
hesitated, and I never would fail to 
apologise most fully to the House. But 


this proposal goes far beyond that. Take 
my own case. I repeat again that I have 
never been guilty of gross misconduct. 
On the first occasion upon which I was 
suspended for obstructing the business 
of the House, it was the result of a gross 
blunder on the part of the Chairman of 
Committees. I was away in bed at home 
when under these Rules I would have 
been obliged to come down and offer a 
sincere apology for the blunder of the 
Chairman of the Table, Take another 
case; I was suspended under a strong 
sense of wrong. I| have always admitted 
that when you are conducting the affairs 
of a deliberative assembly such as this 
you must arm your Chairman, whether 
the Chair is right or wrong, with very 
strong punitive powers to maintain 
order. But it does not follow that the 
Chairman is always right. He is only 
human: I have often upset, on Motion, 
the judgment of the Chair in this 
House, such as when he called an hon. 
Member to order for sing unparlia- 
mentary expressions, which he did not 
use at all. I agree with the Leader of the 
House that you must support the Chair 
right or wrong; and I even go beyond 
that and say that you must arm the 
Chair with the power of punishment to 
the Chairman, backed by the House, in 
in the event of any,Member defying the 
Chair. But suppose a man defies the 
Chair out of a sense of duty or under a 
great sense of wrong. [ still believe I 
was right upon those occasions to which 
I have referred, and that the Chair was 
wrong. But ‘of course I took my 
punishment and I felt I was bound to do 


2B2 
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that. But there was no disorder or 
insult, or obstruction to the business 
of the House. Why, then, should I 
apologise ? I put it to you, Sir, and to 
the House, is it not a mockery to put 
into the Rule anything about a sincere 
apology ? How could such an apology be 
sincere, if you are absolutely convinced 
that you were in theright? It must hap- 
pen in some cases that the man who defies 
the Chair will be of a stubborn disposition, 
and he will refuse to apologise, and in 
that case a very unpleasant question will 
arise with reference to the rights of con- 
stituencies. Ask yourselves calmly, would 
you like to punish constituencies for two 
or three sessions of a Parliament because 
their Member would not bow his neck 
and apologise when he thought that no 
apology was due? On the other hand, 
supposing that the Member makes an 
apology while thinking he has been badly 
treated ; of course, in that case, the apology 
can be merely a form ; it must be insin- 
cere. Therefore I think that you are, in 
your eagerness to trample upon the Irish 
Members, committing yourseives to an 
absurd position and toa great injustice. 
The Irish Members are in a peculiar posi- 
tion. The great majority would gladly 
cross thethreshold of this House for the last 
time. We look with hope and with anxiety 


to the hour when we may never be sum-, 


moned to your Councils again. For us, 
this House is associated in its past history 
with oppression, with insult, and even 
with personal suffering. But with you, 
on the contrary, it is associated with all 
that is greatest in the history of your 
nation, and I think the hour of retribu- 
tion will yet come when you will realise 
that in order to gratify your spite against 
the Irish Members, and to strengthen 
your hands for the purpose of degrading, 
insulting, and trampling upon us, you have 
lowered the dignity of this great House, 
which has been the glory of the British 


nation ever since your liberties were 
first asserted, and have dragged its 


proudest privileges into the mud in order 
to insult and trample upon the Irish 
representatives, 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 
I wish to make a personal explanation. I 
am informed that the hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down stated that he 
noticed that I was standing on Wednes- 


day afternoon behind the Speaker’s chair | 


Mr, Dillon. 
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five. Iam perfectly unconscious of having 
done anything of the sort. In the first 
place, I could not have seen the clock 
unless I had had my glasses on. Further, 
I was a teller, and therefore naturally 
had no control over the movements of 
Members in the lobby. And as regards 
the statement that 1 appeared at the 
Table later than the other teller, my 
lateness was perfectly bonu fide. I was 
teller for the “Noes,” and the numbor 
was 124. The number of the immediately 
preceding division was 125. I was in- 
formed that one more Member was in the 
lobby and I spent an instant in running 
round the corner to see whether this was 
the case. I had not the slightest intention 
of delaying the announcement of the 
result, and I hurried to the Table with the 
least possible delay. 


*(5,292.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 

Regis): Many of the speeches we have 
listened to in this debate have been of 
deep interest, and not the least interesting 
is that which has just been delivered by 
the hon. Member for East Mayo. The 
hon. Member has said that since the be- 
ginning of last century the government 
of this country has been in the hands of 
a dozen great families and the House of 
Lords. Well, it is now in the hands of 
one family, a family indeed of much 
distinction, consisting as it were of 
great planets revolving in a solar system 
of their own, into which no wandering 
comet, however brilliant, is allowed to 
enter unless as it were by a cosmic con- 
vulsion. The speech of the Leader of the 
Opposition was most constitutional—so 
constitutional as to be almost Conservative. 
And, seeing the objections he set forth with 
so much force to the proposed Rules, when 
he sits, as I am afraid he will, on this 
side of the House, if these Rules are 
passed I shall claim his vote for my 
attempt to rescind them. ‘Then there 
were speeches from the First Lord of 
the Treasury and the Colonial Secre- 
tary. The speech of the Colonial 
Secretary was somewhat thinner in argu- 
ment and less forcible in expression 
than usual, but it was much more than 
usually amiable. There was less acrimony 
in it than usual, and a more amiable 
toleration of his opponents, and he only 
went too far once, when he spoke of 
cheap dinners for the poorer classes of 
Members. 
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Now, the First Lord stated that he 
was bored with my speeches ; but the 
right hon. Gentleman has been bored 
by a great many things, including this 
House itself, wherefore I can forgive 
him. But the Colonial Secretary went 
a little further, and suggested that I 


never added to the efficiency of the | 
House. That may be so, but it is also | 


true that I have never added either to 
the acrimony of the House, nor to the 
hatred between its Members. I do not 
mind, however, what the Colonial 
Secretary may say, because I know 
perfectly well that he is not always 
aware of the offensive character of his 
remarks, and of the inferences which 
may be drawn from them. Of course, 
I am only a private Member, and am 
not paid; and in the official mind 
every such Member is a nuisance and 
a bore. The official view of the private 
Member is that he is a politician and 
not a statesman. No man becomes, in 
their idea, a statesman until he is either 
dead oran Under-Secretary. Though 
he may be a Solomon or a Lycurgus, 
til he is quartered on the public 


purse, he is an inferior creature, to 
be suppressed and dragooned. Mr. 
Hume is a_ statesman, the hon. 


Member for Bordesley Division is a 
statesman ; but we poor thing; are only 
politicians of a very inferior order who 
must be suppressed at the will of the 
Minister of the day. Yes, Sir, and 
these Rules are made for that very 
purpose. 

Now, let me say that it is not on 
the Rules under which we live, that the 
cred't and honour of this House will 


depend. It must depend on the 
character of the men who form the 
House. No Rules will suffice. This 


House will not be driven ; its mem- 
ber; cannot be coerced by Rules ; and 
if it be tried the Members will find 
means to snap the manacles by 
which it is attempted to bind them. 
The Colonial Secretary says that the 
Government do not desire to lay down 
iron Rules; but these are iron Rules, all 
of them that are not steel. My great 
complaint of them is that thevare inelastic, , 
hard and fast, that they cut off debate at 
the minute and the Irish Member at the 
word. They allow no play, even to a 
Minister himself. The right hon. Gentle- 


. 
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/man says that they are automatic, and 
he takes as a merit that they do not give 
him the trouble of thinking how he is to 
arrange the business, and still less how 
the lrish Members are to be treated. I 
have read these Rules, with great care, 
through and through, and I declare that 
they are nothing but a farrago—an 
agglomeration of the weakest devices that 
ever a worried Whip proposed to a tired 
Minister. Their phraseology is so obscure 
that even the First Lord of the Treasury 
himself does not seem to be acquainted 
with their meaning. 
First of all, take the Rules as to order. 
There are two offences—-disregard of the 
authority of the Chair, and abuse of the 
Rules of the House by wilfully obstruct- 
ing the business of the House or otherwise. 
Oi any such offence the Chair is to judge 
and to punish it most severely. That 
Chair, Sir, isaugust, but it is not perfect ; 
alone and unaided it is liable to error ; it 
does occasionally err. I have known the 
Chair, though not in your time, Sir, to 
make mistakes; I have known the Chair, 
when driven into a corner, get out of that 
corner by constructions which left me 
amazed and admiring. I haveeven known 
the Chair, Sir, to lose itstemper. But now 
the Chair is not to be you alone, Sir; the 
Chair is to be the Chairman of Committees 
and the new Assistant Chairman, an 
unknown man, yet to be appointed, under 
conditions yet to be laid down, possibly a 
partisan, conceivably a Whip, coming to 
the position with a natural tendency to 
support the Government: of the day ; and 
it seems to me, Sir, that those three 
obeisances which we ordinarily and 
properly make as we approach the Chair, 
will now have each a distinct significance, 
one to the Assistant Chairman, the next 
to the Chairman of Conimittees, and the 
third to yourself, Sir,as if to each we should 
say Ave, Cesar, Imperator, morituri ant te 
salut. Tamsure,Sir, you have not forgot- 
ten what another Speaker once 
said, that the Speaker is not the master 
but the servant of this House. That 
is so, and I submit that this House 
should not put its Speaker to such 
services as these Rules will require of 
him. Twenty days suspension, 40 days 
suspension, 80 days suspension, to extend 
even over the prorogation of the House ; 
what does that mean ? Prorogation sus- 


pends all business—I am quoting from 
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Erskine May—quashes all pending pro- 
ceedings except impeachment, voids all 
votes not appropriated, and releases all 
prisoners ; and if any prisoner is left over 
a writ of /eabeas corpus is issued, in spite of 
this House, for his release ; but for an 
Irish “Member there is to be no haheas 
corpus ; for any member even though he 
be not an Irish member who has dis- 
regarded the authority of an Assistant 
Chairman, there is to be no release ; he is 
to be kept suspended; and for what 
offences—-disregard of the authority of the 
Chair, abuse of the forms of Parliament, 
obstruction of the business of Parlia- 
ment. ‘These are offences we all commit 
when in opposition. I remember the 
right hon, Gentleman, the Member for 
West Monmouthshire, denouncing me by 
name in a very forcible speech as one 
of the great leaders of obstruction in 
this House. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT 


mouthshire, W.) : So you were. 


(Mon- 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right 
hon. Gentleman so I was, but 
the case was urgent. Obstruction going 
only to the extent of requiring full 
free and ample discussion, is sometimes 
extremely necessary, when we have got 
to deal with a confiscatory measure, like 
the Finance Act of 1894. Now, Sir, I 
say that these three offences would be 
absolutely invited, and invited in an 
aggravated form by these rules. [t is to 
these offences that every member will be 
driven who desires a full discussion, and, 


Says 


these rules will not stop them, but 
rather tend to encourage them. Yet 


for the least of these offences we are to 
be sent down and rusticated by the 
Assistant Chairman as though we were 
naughty undergraduates. If the penal 
methods of the University and the Police 
Court are to be introduced into this 
House, then at least they should be 
tempered with the ancient system of 
amerciament, the system of substituting a 
fine for another penalty. I want to 
remind the House that this is not a new 
system. In 1667, the House resolved 
that— 

“Every Member who shall desert the services 
of the House for the space of three days to- 
— not having had leave granted by the 


ouse nor otiering such sufficient excuse to 
the House as shail be allowed shall have a | 


Mr. Gibson bow les. 


{COMMONS} 
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fine of £40 imposed on him and be sent for in 
eus ody and committed to the Tower and that 
the tines he paid into the hands of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to be disposed of as tie House shall 
direct.” 


On the 13th of February, 1667, that order 
was put into force in the case of no iewer 
than 54 members, so that the House on 
that occasion madea haul of £2,160 to be 
handed over to the Sergeint-at-Arms, 
They were not undistinguished members, 
There was a Salisbury among them. there 
was a Churchill, there was a Wilfred 
Lawson, and, perhaps most distinguished 
of all, there was a Wanklyn, no doubt 
the lineal ancestor of the hon. member 
for the Central Division of Bradford, 
Then, when the offending Member fis 
suspended under the rules, he is not to 
be admitted again until he has written a 
letter of apology expressing his sincere 
regret. Now, Sir, an apology is usually 
considered to be an alternative to punish- 
ment. One mansaysto another “ If you 
do not apologise I will do so-and-so, but 
if you apologise | will do nothing.” That 
is usually an alternative given to persons 


who offend, but here we are to have both 
punishment and apology. Yet in some 


of the most dangerous cases of disorder, 
no apology is required but the simple 
withdrawal of the offending words 
suffices. That is the case to this day 
as regards offences by one Member 
against another Member. When offensive 


language is used such a case with- 
drawal is held suffeient, and neither 
apology nor suspension ensues. But if 


apology and suspension are required 


in the case of offences against the 
Chair, I submit they «are more 
required in cases of offences by 
one Member against another Member. 


These are domestic offences that tend to 
break up the family of the House, and 
they are of a very serious characte. 
The other night when the Chairman of 
Committees, acting as Deputy Speaker, 
decided that I was in order in using the 
word “ dishonest,” but that the hon. Mem- 
her for the Newport division of Shropshire 
was not in order in using the word “im- 
pertinent,” only because he used it in an 
ungrammatic al sense,he was not suspe nded, 


,nor did he apologise, and everyone was 


content, I most of all because I had en- 
riched the pa - reget vocabulary with 
a new word of a certain force. The 
| Colonial aatacly said that an apology 
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is what every gentleman would volunteer 
to give. I am not quite sure that | 
know what meaning he attaches to the 
word ‘“ gentleman.” My experience is 
that it is generally used to signify that 
you have done something which has 
unexpectedly pleased the person who 
uses it. For instance, if you pay a cab- 
man 6d. more than his fare, he 
says you are a gentleman. The Leader 
of the Opposition thinks that a gentle- 
man is one who draws down his ‘blinds 
in order to produce the impression that 
he has gone to Margate. Sir, I am 
content to adopt the definition that is 
evidently present in the mind of the 
Colonial Secretary. He is a competent 
authority. George 1V. was said to be 
the First Gentleman of Europe. The 
Colonial Secretary is undoubtedly the 
first gentleman of Birmingham. Does 
he apologise? Not he. A foreign poten- 
tate, a German Chancellor, or the 
Member for the Carnarvon Boroughs, 
may think and may say he should, but 
he does not. His answer is conveyed in 
the words of the new diplomacy, that it 
serves them right and that he will do 
it again ; like another great states- 
man speaking to another subject people, 
he uses the words of Pontius Pilate and 
says ‘“‘What I have said, I have said.” 
He is the last person who should insist 
on an apology being extracted from the 
Irish Members. Moreover, I say it is 
an unnecessary humiliation to infiict on 
Members of this House, who even ad- 
visedly, but often unadvisedly, have 
erred against the rules of the House, 
and who sometimes err in the belief that 
they are right, and that the decision 
aga nst them is wrong. 

Now I come to the details, and I hope 
the House will bear with me, as I wish 
to show the nature of these proposals. 
I take proposal 3, which proposes that 
the Speaker shall adjourn the House or 
suspend the debate whenever he thinks fit. 
Let the House not forget that the Speaker 
here include: the Assistant Chairman. 
He is the weakest link in the chain, 
and I take him. The Assistant Chairman 
may therefore adjourn the House when 
he thinks fit. This is an entirely new 
proposal. It is a Continenta! invention 
necessary for flighty, excitable, and 
Passionate persons, but never yet 
found necessary in an assembly of mod- 
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erate and reasonable men, such as this 
-arliament is, but such as it will not 
continue to be if these rules are enforced. 
It is a most desperate expedient, and I 
do not think it is likely to lead to good. 
We know what happened once before, 
when this very thing was triedon a certain 
May Day in 1629. Mr. Speaker Finch 
wished to adjourn the House at the 
command of His Majesty, but Denzil 
Holles‘and Benjamin Valentine standing 
one on each side of him, held him down 
in the Chair while the House passed 
resolutions over his head. Tho-e two 
Members were not suspended, nor were 
they called upon to apologise. On the 
contrary, they were regarded then, 
and have been regarded by history since, 
as Parliamentary heroes. I should 
regret to see a repetition of such a scene, 
or the advent of more such heroes. 

Now, Sir, | come to Questions. In my 
opinion, the House derive: much of its 
interest for the outside public from the 
practice of putting Questions in this 
House. Answers to Questions very often 
give the true key to the action of the 
Ministers. The Question itself constantly 
shews the true meaning of the Member 
who asks it, so that questions and 
answers are perhaps the most useful and 
instructive commentary on the proceed- 
ings of the House. ‘To suppress 
Questions or to impair them in any 
way is as though you should suppress 


the telegrams which appear in the 
first page of the newspaper, and 
leave only those long and _afilicting 


lectures which go by the name of leading 
articles, and which correspond with the 
speeches made by Ministers on the front 
bench. If a newspaper only contained 
leading articles nobody would read 

and if the proceedings of this House 
were to consist entir.ly of speeches from 
Ministers, nobody would listen or be 
interested. Answers to questions are of 
far more interest than the ablest speech 
which the able-t Minister ever made. 
Now these rules divide questions into four 
classes, not by any selection, but hap- 





hazard. The first class of Questions is 
not to be questions of National and 
Imperial urgency, (Questions as to 


policy or sudden and grave events 
abroad or at home, the loss of an Iron- 
clad or anything of that kinds Those 


(Juestions are in the second class. The 
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first class of Questions is to consist 


exclusively of those Questions not always | 


of the highest interest, which the Leader 
of the Opposition puts to the Leader of 
the House, as to the order of business. 
Nothing is to be put in the first class 
of questions unless it relates to the order 
of business—“ what does the right hon. 
Gentleman propose to take on Monday,” 
and so forth. The second class of Ques- 
tions are those questions relating to 
matters of grave national occurrence 
which have just taken place. Those are 
to be asked at 7.15, and all those which 
are not answered by 8 o'clock are to be 
put off till midnight, and thus come into 
the third class, only because they are 
lower down on the Paper. There is no 
suggestion that any selection is to be 
made, and those Questions that come 
last may be the most important of all. 


Mr. DILLON: They will sure to be. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: They prob- 
ably will be, because they are the ques- 
tions on something of sudden occurrence 
of which short notice alone can be given. 
Then if there are any over—if any remain 
over—at one in the morning when the 
House adjourns they go into the fourth 
class, and are not to be answered at all 
verbally, but the answers are to 
be printed in the Votes. You have 
indeed the 12 o'clock rule as is sug- 
gested, but you have also any one of 
several different pieces of business which 
may come on and which do come on 
after 12 o'clock, and any Questions which 
are ousted by any one of these businesses 
are to remain over and the reply to be 
printed in the Votes. Now as to the 
several pieces of business to come on after 
12 o'clock the right hon. Gentleman 
said that all business on a Supply night 
must always end at 12 o'clock. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR here interposed 
an observation which did not reach the 
gallery. 


* Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : The right 
hon. Gentleman is quoting the rule, I am 
quoting from his speech delivered when 
he introduced this Motion, which speech 
does not agree with the rules. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then the hon. | 


| Government is that a Committee might be 


Gentleman makes a mistake. 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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BOWLES: And so 
did the reporter of The Times. But  busi- 
ness will not alwaysend at 12. At 12 
o’clock any night any one of several pieces 
of business may come on. First of all, any 
Report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means may come on ; that is to say, a dis- 
cussion may be raised on the Budget 
Resolutions. Then any report of any pro- 
ceedings in Ways and Means may be taken 
after 12 o'clock. So also may any Bill 
originating in a Committee of Ways and 
Means, like the Budget Bill. So also may 
any proceedings in pursuance of an Act 
of Parliament. So, too, may any pro- 
ceedings in pursuance of any Standing 
Order of this House. Here, then, are five 
kinds of business that may be taken any 
day after 12 o'clock, and _ finally, 
there is power given over the 12 o'clock 
Rule to Ministers. There is a special 
power given to move the suspension of 
the 12 o’clock Rule either for a special 
purpose or altogether. Therefore there 
is no finality about your 12 o'clock. 
It may mean 12 o'clock, or it may mean 


*Mr. GIBSON 


12 o'clock succeeded by other business 


that may keep us here all night. 

Now I come to the “ private business.” 
Here again I think the First Lord of 
the Treasury is scarcely aware of his own 
Rule, and here again I quote The Times, 
and I hope this is not another mistake of 
the reporter. He said :— 

‘““The House will resume at 9 o'clock, and 
if there be private business carried over and 
put down for that day that private business will 
come on.” 

But that is not what the proposed Rule 
sars. The Rule says that the private 
business shall be carried over, not to nine 
o'clock, but to sueh time as the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means may deter- 
mine. Private business is one of the 
most important portions of business 
with which we have to deal. It is judicial 
business, involving very often millions of 
money and the rights of thousands of 
individuals, and it is not right that it 
should be put aside after 25 minutes of 
discussion. I do not know what the right 
hon. Gentleman proposes to do about 
this Private Business Rule, but it is quite 
certain it cannot be allowed to remain 
where it is. The Colonial Secretary ad- 
mitted as much, he said— 


“We admit the difticulty. The view of the 


appointed.” 
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But that gives away the whole case 
against a Committee being appointed to 
consider the whole Rules, which is the 
proposal made by the Leader of the 
Opposition ; a proposal which I shall 
vote for, because I think it is the right 
one. If youare going to have a Com- 
mittee for the Private Business Rule, why 
not for the whole Rules? Private 
business is important, but it. does not 
compare in importance with public 
business, and if you admit that it is 
necessary to appoint a Committee to 
consider the Private Business Rule you 
cannot say you will not have a Com- 
mittee appointed to consider the far 
more important and complicated matters 
involved in the rest of the Rules. 

Now if the House will bear with me I 
should like to say a few words as to the 
quorum. There is nothing so important 
in an assembly of this kind as the quorum 
of the assembly. If you have a large 
quorum you have some security that all 
the weight and all the brains you have 
in the assembly shail be there. It is 
essential that the quorum shall be 
adequate. The hon. Member for the 
St. Albans Division correctly stated the 
fact that in most foreign countries 
the quorum consists of the majority 
of the House. It is so in the United 
States of America, it is so in 
France, it is so in Germany, it is so 
in every nation in Kurope except 
Austria-Hungary and Portugal, where 
the quorum only consists of one-third. 
The United States of America borrowed 
the practice from us. Then take again 
our own practice. We have our Stand- 
ing Committees. A Standing Committee 
consists at the outside of 95 Members. 
What is the quorum? ‘Twenty; about 
one-fifth of the whole. There is the 
Public Accounts Committee, of which I 
am a member, which consists of 11 
members ; the quorum is five. But this 
House—the Mother of Parliaments— 
which has to debate matters of the 
greatest importance possible, is con- 
tent, out of a membership of 670, with 
a miserable quorum of 40. The old Rule 
was entirely different from that. Let 
me tell the House that this quorum of 
40 dates only from the Long Parliament ; 
about as bad a Parliament for a precedent 
as can be found in the history of Eng- 


land. Here is what Prynne says about 
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that quorum. He wrote in 1649. He 
was so great an authority on Parlia- 
mentary practice and spoke his mind 
so freely that the Government of the 
day thought it necessary to put him in 
the pillory and cut his ears off, which 
I have no doubt is what would have 
happened to me if I had lived in those 
days. Prynne says this— 

* Though regularly it be true that forty 
members are sufficignt to make a Commons 
House, to begin prayers and businesses of lesser 
moment in the beginning of the day, till the 
other members be come and the House be full, 
yet forty were never in any Parliament reputed 
a competent number to grant subsidies, pass or 
read bills or debate or conclude matters of 
greatest moment ; which, by the constant rules 
and usage of Parliament, were never debated, 
concluded, passed, but in a free and full 
House, when all or most of the Members were 
present.” 


When that was the Rule it was necessary 
to have as a quorum one half the 
House plus one. The Rule which the 
United States of America and almost 
all the civilised States have adopted. 
But you, having got your quorum of 40, 
do not even believe in that ; for what is 
to happen from 9 o’clock to 10 o'clock ? 
There is a provision in this proposed 
Rule that the House is not to be counted 
out between 9 and 10 o'clock. I do not 
know what is to happen if an hon. 
Member takes notice that 40 Members 
are not present. He will be told, I take 
it, to sit down, and if he does not sit 
down he will be suspended and have to 
apologise, as having taken notice of a 
state of things authorised by the Rules. 
But how you, Sir, are going to pretend 
that you are grayely presiding over the 
deliberations of the House of Commons 
when there is, perhaps only one 
hon. Member on that side of the 
House, and one Member on this, and 
possibly one looking in at the door, 
is not for me to say. Such a 
state of things, which will probably 
happen every day will certainly not 
conduce to the dignity of this assem- 
bly, nor to order|in debate. But the 
latter part of the Rule is more 
amazing than the) former, because it 
provides for the aecident of a division 
which discloses the fact that there is not 
a quorum present.) And what happens 
then? Does the House disperse? Not 
at all. The House is to proceed to the 
next business. So that the two or three 
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the first business are to proceed to the 


next. They are quite good enough for 
that. The first business may be a 
Road Bill, but these two or three 


Members will not be good enough for 


that. The second business may be an 
alteration in the succession to the 
Throne, but they will be quite good 
enough for that; they can deal with 
that. I really think the Gentleman who 
drew up this series of expedients could 
scarcely have thought of them himself, 
or have had sufficient imagination to 
conceive What would happen if one or ¢wo 
of them were put into practice. I say 
that this is not oniy an outrageous pro- 
posal and one calculated to impair the 
dignity of this House and the dignity of 
you, Sir, in the Chair, but it is a silly 
proposal. Rather it seems to me that, if 
we wish to increase the aignity of this 
House, and—what I believe to be of the 
utmost importance—to do what we can 
to secure a full attendance of the best 
men in the House, it is our duty to 
reconsider our quorum, and to make it 
something more approaching what it 
ought to be, and what Prynne says it 
used to be. 

Now I pass over—|**Go on,”|! Well, 
take the proposal which I was about to 
pass over, as to the readings of Bills. 
First of all, we have a provision in the 
new Rule that any Member may intro- 
duce without order of leave any Bill 
he likes. Mark that. The order of leave is 
the charter of a Bill. But the order of leave 
marks out the boundaries within which 
a Bill can move, and beyond which it 
may not stir, Gut under these Rules 
there will be no such thing as order of 
leave. There will be 
a Bill, How you. Sir, will be able to 
decide whether a Bil does or does not 
go beyond its proper limits when you 
have no order of leave to guide you, 
I do not know. More than that. Any 
Member may introduce a Bill, and it is 
to be deemed, if you please, to be read 
a first time without any division or 
question, but only because he has chosen 
to introduce it. These proposed Rules 
contemplate the presence in this House 
of disorderly, wicked, and foolish Mem- 
bers. One of those wicked, disorderly, 
and foolish Members might perfectly well 
under this Rule, without let or hind- 
rance, introduce a foolish, scandalous, 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


no boundaries to 
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Members who are not good enough for | wicked, 
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and outrageous Bill, and 


this House would be bound to have 
it printed, and it would be solemnly 
deemed to be read a first time. The 
Ilouse ought to have some protection 
against such proceedings. The House 
ought to have the right to refuse to read 
a first time any Bill of the character | 
have mentioned. Yet it is not so at all 
here; the Bill is to be read a first time 
without any question. But there is 
more; we are also to read Bills a second 
and a third time without any decision 
of this House. If, on the Second or 
Third Reading, an Amendment be moved 
which involves leaving out the word 
“now,” and if the word ‘now’ is 
retained as part of the question, 
then that question is not to be put, it is 
to be assumed to be put. Now, I could 
perfectly well understand a proposal to 
get rid of the convention by which we 
introduce “six months,” or a proposal 
by which we should be called on to 
deal directly with the matter, a proposal 
whereby when you Sir. say, “ The 
question is that the Dill be read a second 
or a third time.’ we should be called 
on to say “Ave” or “No.” That would 
meet the whole of the case. | admit it 
would be very much better to have the 
matter decided in one division than in 
two. But here you have no decision 
at all. All you decide is what shall be 
the terms of a question which is never 
to be put. The result is that you will 
have Bills in this House under this Rule 
read a first, second, and third time, 
without any decision at all of the 
House except a purely inferential one on 
any one of the readings. That does not 
seem to me to be either a 
a respectful way of dealing with a 
question. 

I will pass by the Report of Bills |“ Go 
on.” | Really the plums in this pudding 
are too numerons to be picked out without 
abusing the patience of the House. I will 
come to the question of Privilege. | do 
not know what sort of view the First 
Lord takes of privilege. I think it is one 
of the things that bore him. Probably it 
bores him more than anything else. No 
doubt it is troublesome. When privilege 
is raised, as it is raised now, suddenly. it 
does demand a certain knowledge of the 
rules and traditions of the House, and it 
also demands a certain readiness of mind 


proper or 
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and the capacity to decide at a moment 
in an emergency. If you have not these 
qualities, of course, it bores you. But 
the question of privilege is most impor- 
tant. The battle of the Constitution was 
largely fought by privilege. A breach 
of privilege is a contempt of Parliament 
of a very serious nature, not only because 
of the subject and character of it, but 
also because of the danger involved in it. 
It has always been held to be essential 
that a breach of privilege should be 
dealt with at once, that it should not be 
allowed to get cold, that the breach, 
which is often in the nature of a gross 
insult to the House, should be taken up 
at once. I quite admit that, if you feel 
you are not prepared to deal with it 
instantly yourself from your own 
resources, it is advantageous that a 
question of privilege should be referred 
to the Committee of Privileges. But 
any such reference must be accom- 
panied by a condition which is nowhere 
to be found in this Rule—that the Com- 
mittee on Privileges shall decide imme- 
diately, and communicate its decision 
at once to the House, so that the House 
may be in a position to take that immedi- 
ate action which matters of privilege 
demand. Doubtless it is an oversight 
that no such condition is to be found in 
the Rule. What would happen under 
the Rule as it at present stands? The 
question of privilege would be raised and 
referred to the Committee of Privileges. 
That Committee, like other Committees, 
may not decide, perhaps, until the end 
of the session, and by that time it will 
be out of the power of the House to 
take any effective steps at all. If 
questions of privilege are to be treated 
with that want of consideration, if 
decisions in regard to them are to be so 
postponed, I think it will give great en- 
couragement to the new journalism to 
flout and insult the House of Commons. 

There is one other point in connection 
with this proposal as to privilege. There 
is an exception made. There is one sort of 
privilege which is not to be referred to the 
Committee, but is to be dealt with, as at 
present, by the House instantly, hie ef 
What is that! It is questions of 
difference between the two Houses. 
When the matter of privilege bears on 
the relations between the two Houses 
there is to be no reference to the Com- 


NUNC, 
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mittee; there is 'to be no consideration 
at all. But if ever such consideration be 
needed it would be here. The breaches 
of privilege by outsiders are generaily 
simple matters, such as allegations of 
impropriety on the part of Members or 
on the part of the House; they can 
generally be dealt with without a Com- 
mittee by a mam of ordinary sound 
judgment and ordinary readiness, with 
a knowledge of the traditions of this 
House. But that) is not the case in 
regard to questions of privilege arising 
between the two Houses. ‘The relations 
between the two |Houses are complex. 
The questions of privilege which arise are 
very serious, involving points of great 
and grave constitutional importance. 
Thev are moreovér not usually of an 
urgent or pressing character. If, then, 
any questions deserve to be referred to 
a Committee and are capable of being so 
referred it is the very questions which 
are excluded from \the proposal. 

What now, is the underlying suggestion 
at the root of ail these proposals! It is that 
the House of Commons has not time to 
transact the business which His Majesty's 
Ministers and the country expect of it. 
The First Lord, indeed, says that he 
desires to check the flow of oratory. 
Yes, of course; all Ministers desire to 
check the flow of oratory—except their 
own. They take the longest and the 
best time of the louse, for sometimes, 
but not always. the best speeches in the 
debate. Their view is that oratory bevond 
that isa nuisance Oratory put them on 
that Bench, but when it has done that it 
has done its business, and it must be 
stamped on and suppressed thenceforth. 
Now if the House lacks time for dealing 
with its business, | say the fault is not in 
the House or in the Rules. and that 
amendment of the Rules will not correct 
the fault. The fault lies with His Majesty’s 
Government. I have been at pains to 
gather from the records of the House the 
time occupied bysuc¢essive sessions during 
the last thirty years—a generation, and 
therefore sufticient;—and also the time 
taken for holidays. | From 1874 to 1879, 
under l.ord Beaconstield, the House sat on 
an average for 126 daysin the vear; from 
1881 to 1884, under Mr. Gladstone, it 
sat on an average 149 days in the vear ; 
from 1887 to 1891, under Lord Salis- 
bury, it sat tor 141 days in the year ; 
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in 1893-94, under Mr. Gladstone 
and Lord Rosebery, it sat for 169 days ; 
from 1896 to 1900 it sat for 123 days in 
the year, and last year it sat only for 118 
days—the smallest number of days that 
this House has sat in any one year 
during the last thirty years. But, Sir, 
if the right hon. Gentleman shortens the 
session, at any rate he lengthens the holi- 
days. The average holidays for Easter 


{COMMONS} 


and Whitsuntide from 1881 to 1884 were | 


183 days; from 1887 to 1891, 19 days; 
in 1893-94, 144 days; and from 


1896 to 1900, during the reign of the | 
right hon. Gentleman and his fixing of | 


the holidays, they have averaged, not 184 
or 19 or 143 days, but 244 days, while 
last year they were as much as 27 days. 
So that the House has had shorter sessions 
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the public business of the country. I 
should be content to be without that 
man. I should be content if we were to 
have this house filled with men who will 
sacrifice their private business to their 
public business, and I think the House 
would gain and not lose by such a change 
in the character of its Members. My 
remedy is a longer session, earlier hours, 
and shorter holidays. 


And now why are these new Rules pro- 
posed at all? They are proposed because 
the Government cannot get their followers 
to attend the House. It is not because 
the Rules are wrong, or that the hours 
are wrong, or that the days are wrong, 
that they will not attend, but it is 


'because they have lost the enthusiasm 


and longer holidays, and yet the right hon. | 


Gentleman comes and complains, not of 
himself, as he should, but of the rules. 

I will refer to one more point—the hours 
of sitting. From the 14th to the 17th 
century hon. Members will find, if they 
consult that learned but somewhat dull 
work called Modus tenendi Parliamentum, 
that the House always met at what 
was called ‘‘ mid prime ’’—that is to say, 
at half-past seven in the morning. In 
1642 is is recorded by D’Ewes that 
every Member who came into the 
House after eight o’clock was fined 1s., 


and that Mr. Speaker Lenthall him- | 


self having come in at nine o’clock, 
and attention being called to it by 
Sir Henry Mildmay, the Speaker flung 
down twelvepence on the Table. Thus 
early, from the 14th century until 
the confusion which arose during the 
great rebellion, and the greater confusion 
of the revolution, was this the case. 


Then came periods of corruption, and | 


with corruption came later sittings. 
Perhaps I may be allowed to deal in 
passing with the argument for late 
hours. The principal argument in 
favour of late hours of meeting is the 
busy-man argument. Now Iam tired of 
that busy-mar. I know him well 
He is a man who, either in the Law 


some other resort of business, works in | 


the most strenuous manner at great 
stress, takes out of himself all that is 
in himself and when his business is 
over, brings to this House the fag- 
end of a fagged mind to deal with 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


that brings men down here at any in- 
cOnvenience to support a Minister whom 
they really trust. [Ministerial cries of 
‘*No, no.”’] Then look at the majority 
of 31 the other night. Are those hon. 
Gentlemen who say “ No” among those 
who were away? [An Hon. Member: 
State your reason.] There must be some 
other cause forit. It is not the hours 
or the days of the House. Many 
Ministers have come and gone under the 
existing Rules, and have been able to get 
their followers to attend. These new Rules 
will not cure this want of attention, but 
they will rather tend to encourage the 
evil. They will send an hon. Member 
away to his dinner perfectly certain that 
he may stay away not till 9, to come 
to the unquorumed House between 9 
and 10, but he may stay away till 10 
o'clock. My opinion is that if you senda 
man to stay away between 8 and 10 
o’clock in the evening you will never get 


'him back at all that evening, for the 


only chance of the Whips is to go round 
with their book as they do now and say 
to hon. Members ‘Old chap, will you 
dine here to-night ?’’—language, not 
mine, but that of Whips who seek to show 


that mixture of familiarity and affection 


‘result of all 


The 
be to 


demands. 
will not 


which office 


this 


their 


‘ ‘ W/ secure the general attendance at the 
Courts or on the Stock Exchange, or in | 


House of hon. Members who are the 
most valuable to the House, but it will 
bring about a tendency of what I may call 
attendance in “ blocks.” There will be the 
Government “ block” when they are sure 
of Government business. Then for the 
Members who take an interest in Supply 
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there will be the Supply “block ;” and 
on Friday there will be the zealots of all 
kinds who will come down, with nobody, 
apparently,torepresent the Government— 
for it will not be the business of the 
Government to make a House—and we 
shall probably have a revolution once a 
week. 

The Government have avowed that 
what they want is to suppress debate. 
The First Lord of the Treasury said ‘these 
rules will shorten some of the unnecessary 
opportunities of debate.” Yes, they will, 
and a great many of the necessary oppor- 
tunities of debate too. The right hon. 
Gentleman looks back with regret to the 
18th century, when there was not only 
no debate but nobody to debate. That 
was the era of Walpole, of Newcastle ! 
It was the era not only of corruption 
but of frivolity, when Lord Carteret 
was accustomed to reading his love 
letters to the Cabinet Council, a pro- 
ceeding of which I am sure the right 
hon. Gentleman, the First Lord of the 
Treasury, would be quite incapable. 
These Rules will not only suppress debate 
but they will also suppress and depress 
private Members. The First Lord of the 
Treasury admits that his scheme will be 
less favourable to private Members. I 
think it will encourage the idle Member, 
and above all it will encourage the idle 
Minister, and it will do all this automati- 
cally. In short, it will absolutely suppress 
the liberties of the House, and will bring 
us back to those Tudor days when Sir 
John Puckering, the Lord Keeper of the 
Great Seal in 1592, told this House on its 
Speaker claiming the privilege of liberty 
of speech-— 

“You must know what privilege you have. 
Not to speak everyone what he listeth, or 
what cometh in his brain to utter that; but 
your privilege is ‘aye and no.’” 

That was the Tudor system, and that is 
the system of the Unionist Government of 
to-day. Sir, these rules are the destruction 
of this House. This House as it is will 
cease to be when these rules are passed, 
This House as it is is the House that 
defied and resisted the Tudors, extin- 
guished the Stuarts, and imposed terms on 
the House of Brunswick. Under these 
rules the House will be either the pliant 


{7 Fepruary 1902} | 


instrument of the Minister or the prey of | 


disorder and anarchy. ‘The first Lord of 
the Treasury says, “ We have no longer 
to resist the Crown.” 


That is perfectly | 
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is to resist the Minister. There is 
no danger of the Crown to-day. For 
my part I wish the Crown had more 
power, but the danger of to-day is in 
the Minister. ‘These proposals diminish 
our power to control him, to question him, 
and to deal with him, and they substitute 
closure and divisions for debate and _per- 
suasion, leaving the Minister dictator. 
This is a Radical scheme, with all the 
elements of dictatorship which are sunk 
deep in every Radical mind. It is a 
scheme contrived to facilitate sudden, 
unconsidered, and undeliberated inno- 
vations. Let me remind hon. Members 
on this side that they will not always 
be sitting on these benches. The day will 
come when we sliall cross this floor and 
sit on the opposite side and be in oppo- 
sition. Then, Sir, the Conservative. party, 
disarmed and défenceless—disarmed by 
its Leader and rendered defenceless by its 
own chosen chiefs—will find itself in the 
presence of the most drastic proposals for 
changes in the constitution of this country 
which it will be altogether without the 
means to resist. I do appeal to the Tory 
party. You are the guardians of the 
liberties of this House. You, the Tory 
party, should be the party of resistance 
to all innovations which should not be 
made. You are sent here to debate 
and to discuss and to prevent hasty 
projects from being hastily and un- 
advisedly carried out. It is your business 
above all to see that violent changes are 
not made, such as will be made if these 
rules are passed which will give such 
enormous new powers to certain hon. 
Members opposite. I appeal also to all 
Members of this House; you are the 
trustees of your fonstituents, you are the 
trustees for the ‘country—nay, you are 
more than that, you are the trustees 
for those who will come after you to 
sit on these benches. I say that you 
have no right to barter away their liberties 
and their privileges as well as your own. 
You have come to a free and powerful 
House, the Mother of Parlhaments and 


the nurse of liberty. Let not your 
successors come to a degraded and 


weakened assembly, the minion of Minis- 
ters and the instrument and ensample of 
Parliamentary enslavement. 


(6.26.) Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
The hon. Member who has just sat 
down, in a speech marked by great 


true, but what we have to do now | ability, has performed the task and 
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passed the criticism of a candid friend. 
In the observations that I shall address 
to the House I shall take the more merci- 
ful line of a candid opponent. It is now, 
I think, just about a third of a century 
that I have been occupied in the service 
of this House; and I think I may claim 
during that period that, far above any 
interests of party—and [| have'lived in 
great majorities, and I have suffered in 
very small majorities—and far above all 
other considerations, I have desired to 
place the influence and the credit and the 
reputation of this House. It is from that 
point of view that I have endeavoured to 
approach the scheme which the Govern- 
ment have submitted to the House, and 
it is from that point of view only that I 
shall endeavour to make some remarks 
upon its bearing. I give entire credit to 
the Government for having framed a 
scheme which they consider will be for 
the present and future advantage of the 
House of Commons, but, Sir, it is natural 
that the scheme, from the minds that are 
brought to bear upon it, should be given 


a natural bias towards the strength 
which is to be added to the Executive 


Government in its relation to this House. 
And | arrive at the conclusion that this 
scheme on the whole will tend greatly 
to aggrandize the powers of the Executive, 
and greatly diminish the authority 
and control of the House of Commons. 
It is from that point of view only that I 
find myself in opposition to the main pro- 
visions of this scheme. 

I am told, Sir, that all the old 
habits of this House are passed by, 
that they are worn out, that we are 
all new men and that we must have new 
measures. Well, I have never been one 
of those who have desired to exchange 
the old lamps by which the Aladdin's 
palace of the English Constitution was 
built for the new lamps offered by cheap 
jacks, in whatever situation they may be. 
I have believed tha there was a merit in 
the old traditions which have accom- 
plished for this nation that which has 
been accomplished in the creation of the 
British House of Commons. I am _per- 
fectly prepared and willing to consider 
Amendments and alterations in those 
Rules, but I think the right. hon. Gentle- 
man in introducing this plan rather 
prided himself on the fact that it was a 
complete revolution in the traditions and 
practice of the House. Well, that is a 
very serious matter, and one not to be 
Sir William Harcourt. 
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disposed of by a handful of disconnected 
Resolutions considered in a few days, or 
even a few weeks. It has taken genera- 
tions to create the system, and you are 
not to overthrow and wipe it out in haste 
in a few days or a few weeks of considera- 
tion. It has been said, and quite truly, 
thar these Resolutions appear somewhat 
disconnected, and it is said also that we 
may discuss them all when we come to 
them separately. But you cannot discuss 
them separately, a greau number of them 
are so connectcd one with the other that 
unless you take a connected view of the 
whole you will have no just judgment of 
what is to be the ultimate result. 

I pass by a number of the smaller Resolu- 
tions which I think will be approved by 
both sides of the House, and I look to 
those Resolutions which mainly affect the 
relations between the Executive Govern- 
ment and the House of Commons. The 
question of small grievances ought not to 
outweigh the danger there may he to the 
privileges of the House in the way it is 
proposed to deal with them ; it may be 
that in dealing with small grievances you 
may create evils far greater than those 
which you are endeavouring to cure. I 
would call attention in the first place to 
the manner in which Questions are dealt 
with in this House. ‘The object of the 
whole of chese plans is no doubt in the: 
first placs to give the Executive a more 
exclusive and continuous control of the 
time of the House than it at present en- 
jovs. Well I do not use the phrase “private 
Members”; [never have vsedit. I regard 
all Members of this House as public 
Members, and they ought so to be treated ; 
the real distinction is between official 
Members and unofficial Members. The 
whole working of the liberties of this 
House and the character of the House 
depend upon the nature of the relations 
between the unofficial Members, on which- 
ever side of the House they sit, and the 
official Members who have the control of 
the Executive Government of the country; 
and these plans ought to be judged, in 
my opinion, mainly, if not entirely, on 
their operation on those relations. The 
habit of this House, has been to com- 
mence its business, and, in my opinion, 
it ought so to commence it, with the 
right of the House to examine and 
cross-examine the Executive Government 
as to the administration of the country. 
That ought to be the forefront of the 

|action of Parliament. The Executive 
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Government conducts the domestic 
affuirs, the foreign affairs, and, un- 
fortunately, when there isa war, the 
warlike affairs of this country, and the 
right and power to control the Executive 
Government, as far as examination for 
information and cross-examination are 
concerned, is, in my opinion, the first 
right and duty of the House of Commons. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that in 
former days there were few or no 
Questions. Now it was not necessary, 
every aan then could put his Question 
and could support it by a Motion for the 
adjournment. That was the way in 
which Ministers were called upon and 
were compelled to answer. From various 
circumstances that situation has been 
altered, and now it is the right of the 
House of Commons to put to individual 
Ministers particular Questions. But the 
question is what answer they will get, 
and what means have they of obtaining 
ananswer. You could not have a better 
object lesson than what happened this 
afternoon ; there was an attempt to 
obtain from the War Department par- 
ticulars which, in my opinion, the House 
was entitled to receive with reference .to 
the contract for the supply of meat in 
South Africa. That is a subject of great 
importance, but the Minister had only to 
say: “I do not happen to know 
the particulars.” It was not for 
want of notice. I think the words 
were that it was practically handed 
over to a syndicate which was about 
to form » company. Well, that is 
not. the sort of information that 
ought to be given in a matter involving 
hundreds of thousands and millions of 
money. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : The noble Lord 
answered every Question put on the 
Paper. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I beg 


pardon, he was asked into whose hands— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Was it on the 
Paper ? 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: On the 
Paper! No; that is the very point. An 
answer merely to a Question on the Paper 
is nothing, because an unsatisfactory, I 
will not use the word evasive, but a per- 
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fectly unsatisfactory answer to that Ques- 
tion may be given. There never was a 
better example of the absolute necessity 
of the right of erpss-examination than we 
have had to-night. I will take another 
example. I will take the whole question 
that arose the other night upon the 
remounts. It happened accidentally that 
the Government) had to come forward 
and ask for a Vote with reference to 
remounts, and therefore the discussion 
was in order and took place, but if that 
had not been the case how would the 
House have got hold of that question of 
remounts ? Suppose that a Question was 
put upon it, and that the answer had 
been * Oh, that will be entered into at 
the conclusion of the war.”” How would 
the House have ever succeeded in getting 
the discussion upon that matter which 
has led to some practical result, and 
which will, lL hope, lead to more? We 
never should have had a discussion on 
that matter at all janless we had the power 
of examining, cross-examining, and mov- 
ing the adjoarnment upon that Question, 
As this scheme stands at present, the 
House is to abandon its power of control- 
ling ; to that extent, the Executive Goy- 
ernment, by taking Questions out of the 
first place which they occupy now, and 
which they ought to and must occupy, and 
shoving them int a corner at a quarter 
past seven o'clock, leaving to chance 
what may or may not be put, and after- 
wards taking the remnants at 12 o'clock. 
I say that that would work most 
serious detriment) to the control and 
the authority of the House of Commor s. 
That is what my right hon. friend 
the Leader of the Opposition calls 
the diffused authprity of the House of 
Commons in controlling the Government. 

Then this objection is made, in a most 
characteristic way, by the Colonial 
Secretary. He says: ‘Oh, we are the 
humble servants of the House of Com- 
mons, the House of Commons have made 
us and they can |unmake us.” What 
does that mean? | My hon. friend the 
Member for East Mayo has referred to 
the point. But really the important 
point is the satisfaction which the right 
hon. Gentleman has in saying, “I won’t 
give youany information, I won’t answer 
your demands. Turn us out if you 
please and if you can.” That is to destroy 
really the general altthority of the House 
of Commons. One knows that there is 
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no disposition in the majority, no power 
in the minority to turn out the Govern- 
ment; and to say, as the Colonial 
Secretary does, that your only control 
over the Executive Government in the 
House of Commons is to be treated as a 
threat of a vote of want of confidence, 
is realy to refuse to the House of 
Commons that control over the Execu- 
tive Government which it ought to have. 
It is like a confidential servant whom you 
have put into a place, who says, “ Do 
not talk to me, I can do just as [ like, I 
do not care what you wish or what any- 
body wishes, and if you are not. satisfied 
with me dismiss me.” What sort of 
servant is that, to begin with? That is 
the position which is assumed by the 
Colonial Secretary in reference to the 
general control of the [louse of Commons. 
In the first instance, I venture to say 
that the essential thing is that the 
House of Commons should stand by its 
right to question the Government, that it 
should be the first business of the House 
of Commons that it should be maintained 
inan efficient form by the power of having 
these Questions followed up in such a 
manner as to receive a satisfactory answer, 
and that in default of such satisfactory 
nswer the Member who asks a Question 
should be supported by the power to 
move the adjournment of the House. 
Well, this scheme really damages the 
general authority of the House by 
throwing the Questions into a corner 
and relegating the power of adjournment 
to a different sitting. All that must be 
intended for the purpose of diminishing 
the authority of the House and practi- 


cally increasing and expanding the 
immunity of the Executive. That, I 


think, is a very great danger to this 
House. 

The Colonial Secretary says, “ How on 
earth can the House lose the control of 
Ministers, when a vote of the House may, 
at any time, destroy the* Ministry?” 
But it is perfectly idle to offer this as a 
substitute for the power which we now 
possess of simply moving a vote of want 
of confidence in the Government. Con- 
sider this, for example. You have at 
present a war which raises many ques- 
tions upon which the House ought to be 
satisfied. Are you going to abandon or 
to weaken the power that you have of 
examining the Executive upon the com- 

Sir William Harcourt, 
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petence of their conduct of that war? 
But there are coming after the war, in 
my opinion, still more important and 
critical questions upon the settlement in 
South Africa. Are you going to leave 
that settlement without examination 
and without the power of examination, 
and are you going to arm the Govern- 
ment with the power of refusing that 
information which both for the House 
and the country ought to be given by 
the Government of the day? 1] venture 
to say that this scheme will have the 
effect of disarming you very much of 
those powers which you possess and 
ought to possess. We may be told that 
we can do all this in Committee of 
Supply. Well, as regards Committee of 
Supply, it all depends upon how the 
Committee is handled by the Executive 
Government. I admit, and I am sure 
every gentleman on either side of the 
House will admit, that as iar as the 
Rules of Supply have now for several 
years been worked by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House, 
they have been worked fairly and well 
towards all parties in the House. There 
has been every disposition to give every 
facility which was desired for the dis- 
cussion of particular topics. But that 
may not be always the case. It has been 
said that there is nothing so dangerous 


as a beneficent tyrant. The right 
hon. Gentleman has been on this 


subject a beneficent tyrant. But he may 
have as successors tyrants who are not so 
beneficent. I do not say that is within 
the scope of imagination ; still, it is 
possible. But, conceive a Government 
who are in control of Committee of 
Supply, and who desire to withhold 
information from this House. What 
have they got to do except to postpone 
the important questions in Supply which 
may be inconvenient to them till they 
come to the later period, when they 
may even fall under the guillotine ? We 
have been used to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to bring forward the Foreign 
Vote, or the Colonial Vote, or the War 
Vote: but it is perfectly possible that 
the Government in control of Supply 
might say, “Oh no; the War Vote 
ought not to be brought forward now. 
You ought to wait really almost till 
the end of the session, because it is 
| highly inconvenient that the subject of 
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the war should be discussed now.” confess that is not the class of Member of 
That may be said equally of the Foreign Parliament for whom, I think, the Rules of 
Office and the Colonial Office Vote. All this House ought to be altered. 
these things depend entirely on the _ The Colonial Secretary gave an illustra- 
accident of the Minister and the Execu- tion of another class of Member for whom 
tive who have control over these votes. he was solicitous. He said that it is with 
Therefore, you are not safe in any degree View of removing anything which inter- 
to depend simply on Committee of Supply, feres with the convenience or comfort of 
and you cannot allow yourselves to Members, and of making it more possible 
part with any of the powers which you - . all cag 9 pig Segre. on of 
possess at the present time under ena 8 sagan on yee : Q - aS ae ye 
questions and under the adjournment, year ye Lg J bs Se Be ~_— 
on the pretence that you are safe in |i whic they have no personal interest, 

Stale: ot Chmnaaiines ot Suaaiie. that Government have put forward these 
so PPly proposals. In my opinion, that ought not 

But then, those dangers are supposed to to be the object of the formation of the 
be compensated for, and the support of Rules of this House. The object of those 
Members of this House is to be gained, Rules ought to be to secure the largest 
by what I may call the bribe of the attendance of Members, who ought to 
convenience of Members. What is attend to all the matters of this House, 
and not merely to those in which they 
have a personal interest. This system of 
organised Parliamentary absenteeism is 
the very worst system on which to found 
your conception of Parliamentary Rules. 
We are a great deal too much accustomed 
in this House even to Ministerial 
absentees from out discussions. I have 
never myself approved of Ministers— I am 
speaking of former times—-who were 
seldom present at debates, except when 
e foes they come in to move the closure. What 
to add to the attractions of this House. | we ought to aim at is to make this House 
Tam not quite sure that adding to the as convenient as we can for the people 
attractions of the House is necessarily | who want to work in the House, and not 
the manner of inducing it to do better for people who want to shirk business in 
the business of the House. We have jt. The Colonial Secretary gives another 
some of the attractions of the House example. He says-— ali 
illustrated on the purlieus ofthe Terrace, ,, W 23 

: ; e want to make the House more attrac- 

and I am not sure that such . form tive to men with intelligence, educated, culti- 
of attraction has added to its authority | vated, with great knowledge of many subjects, 
and its reputation outside, or to but not desirous themselves of taking a very 
its method of doing business. There- active part in the work of the House.” 
fore, merely to endeavour to make | That isa very curious class of persons for 
the House an attractive place is not the whom you are to alter your Rules. They 
method of raising its reputation, either in are to suit the people who do not desire 
the House or in the country. But the | to take any active part in the work of the 
Colonial Secretary has particular views | House. He says if the task put upon 
as to the persons for whom the arrange-| their shoulders is too severe you will 
ments of this House ought to be made. | exclude them. Well, I do not the least 
He looks hack with a longing, lingering | in the world believe that it is the Rules of 
eye to the old days when, he said, it was | the House that exclude gentlemen of that 
perfectly possible for a man, having | class. They are excluded by what they 
attended the first hour or two of the | have got to do outside the House a great 
House, to know whether he would be | deal more than by what they have got to 
wanted again that night or not wanted at | do inside it. Itis the rules of the con- 
all. That is his idea of the old lobby | stituencies a great deal more than the 
times. But that is not what I call the | Rules of this House, which induce them to 
working Member of Parliament. That is | decline to take part in our proceedings. 
the lounger, the dilettante Member, and I | But we are proud and have been happy 


2C 


meant by the convenience of Members ? 
The Colonial Secretary told us that what 
he meant by the convenience of Members 
was the convenience of the majority of 
this House. Well, I do not agree in that. 
It ismy opinion that the convenience and 
comfort that ought to be considered are 
those of the working Members of the 
House. That is the test by which it 
ought to be judged. The Colonial 
Secretary said, I think, that he wished 
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in this country that leisured and educated | 
men have, more than in any other | 
country, been willing to serve their 
country in the House of Commons. Our, 
rules have worked perfectly and have 
induced them to take a part in our 
labours, which has been greatly to the 
advantage of the country. In order to 
secure the dinner hour you would have 
the House meet an hour earlier, by which 
you exclude, in my opinion, more im- 
portant Members than those to whom the 
Colonial Secretary referred—I mean the 
bankers and the lawyers, who will be put 
to great disadvantage. As to this dinner 
hour, the great contests of the close of 
the 18th century, the great contest of the 
Reform Bill, the great contest of free 
trade were fought by men who managed 
to do without adjourning for dinner. I 
have heard men myself who have spoken 
of what is now becoming the historical 
tradition of the chop at Bellamy’s, which 
was the only refreshment which the 
Members of the House of Commons 
required in those days. But supposing 
you make this adjournment for dinner, 
are you going really to save the time of 
the House by it? On the contrary, you 
are going to lose time by it. My right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition 
gave a proof of that, which has never been 
answered. He said when the Govern- 
ment got the whole time of the House, do 
they take morning sittings, which of 
course involves an adjournment for 
dinner, or do they act upon consecutive 
sittings? They always act upon consecu- 
tive sittings, because they know they can 
do more business in consecutive sittings 
than in broken sittings like morning 
sittings. Itis proved by the Government 
themselves that they know that these 
consecutive sittings not broken by the 
dinner hour are a method of getting 
through more business than can be got 
through at the other sittings. Therefore 
I say that this provision with reference to 
the dinner hour is distinct waste of time, 
and will prove so. 


The hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down has proved the extreme absurdity 
of that sort of hybrid hour between 9 
and 10, when the House is not to be 
counted out, when it is to be in a con-| 
dition of a sort of suspended animation, | 
and it is perfectly obvious that it| 
would not be worth the while of | 
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to attend the House. A more utterly 
ill-founded proposal I have never heard. 
May I say one word upon a question to 
which I do not know whether any 


720 


particular rule applies, but upon which a 


great deal has been said, and which in- 


'spires, I think, a good deal of these 


changes, and that is the intolerance of 
debate and discussion in this House? | 
believe that is founded upon a complete 
misconception of the function of the 
House of Commons. I have often heard 
Mr. Disraeli in private speak on this 
subject. He said, “I wonder whether 
those gentlemen know what the etymo- 
logical derivation of the word Parliament 
is? Parliament means a body that talks 
and discusses. It is not a mere voting 
machine.” Those who remember Mr. 
Disraeli will recollect his attitude in 
this House as the most patient of listeners. 
He said to me, ‘I have never understood 
any subject really until I have heard it 
well debated in Parliament,” not by ten 
minutes speaking. We are asked, ‘‘ Why 
do not you conduct yourselves like 
business men? Why do not you behave 
as if you were a meeting of shareholders 
ora vestry meeting?” We do not 
because we are not a_ meeting of 
shareholders, because we are not a 
vestry meeting, but because we are the 
great Parliament of England, and really 
these miserable conceptions of the way 
in which Parliament ought to conduct 
its business make me almost despair of 
the House of Commons managing to ap- 
preciate the duties it has to perform. I 
remember Mr. Disraeli also saying—* I 
have very often learned more from a bore 
who understood the subject than from 
the most brilliant speaker in the House 
of Commons.” So [ venture to suggest 
to the hon. and gallant Member opposite 
who has his ten minutes speech as a 
remedy for all the evils of the House of 
Commons that one of the main functions 
of the House of Commons is to discuss 
great subjects and to educate the country 
upon those subjects, and that as a man 
like Mr. Disraeli was educated by those 
debates, so people who have not his in- 
tellect or genius may derive great 


advantage from the _ proper dis- 
cussion of subjects in this House. 
I am _ not surprised at the hon. 


and gallant Member, because I warmly 


any man who is intent upon real business | admire in him a power of condensation 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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of argument that I have never heard 


equalled by any other member. He is 
the only Member whom I ever heard 


capable of disposing of the whole doctrine | 


of bimetallism in a single sentence— it 
was absolutely convincing. He said— 

“ Bimetallism is taking a shilling and calling 

it half-a-crown.” 
If | and other Members of the House of 
Commons had that happy knack of con- 
densing argument, then I would adopt 
the remedies he proposes, but, unfor- 
tunately, we are notall capable of that 
summary method of dealing with ques- 
tions of different descriptions, and there 
fore I still adhere to the practice which 
for generations has made this House 
famous, that it should be prepared 
fully and adequately, to discuss the 
great measures which are brought under 
its consideration. 

Sir, I do not wish to delay the 
House, but there is one matter which 
] should like to mention, and that is the 
substitution of the Friday for the}Wed- 
nesday. This means, in my opinion, 
the cutting down of the rights and 
privileges enjoyed by the unofficial 
Members for the advantage of the 
official Members, and I say that it is an 
evil in itself and injurious to the 
working of the House of Commons. 
Practically speaking, after Easter, or 
after Whitsuntide, the Government will 
become possessed ofthe whole time 
of the House, andjwhat they offer to 
the unofficial Member is the Friday 
instead of the Wednesday. The Wed- 
nesday of the House of Commons is one 
of the most valuable periods, in my 
opinion, of the parliamentary week. It 
is the only period which gives an oppor- 
tunity for the unofficial body in this 
House to bring matters under discussion 
which could not be discussed otherwise. 
We have known it ourselves on many 
important questions. Take the question 
of the eight hours for miners, take 
the question of old age pensions. Let us 
conceive the possibility of a discussion 
on an old age pension taking place on a 
Wednesday afternoon. What would not 
the Government give to get rid of that 
Wednesday afternoon ? There are many 
other questions which it is very incon- 
venient that the Government should have | 
discussed and which do come on for. 
discussion on the Wednesday afternoon. | 
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Wednesday’s business is to be postponed 
till Friday, but on that Friday afternoon 
what possibility is there of such a House 
as you have onthe Wednesday afternoon ? 
'On the Wednesday aiternoon you 
have the attendance of Members who 
know they must be there on the Tues- 
day and know they must be there 
on the Thursday. These Members 
are available to attend on the Wed- 
nesday morning, and you are secure 
of a decent attendance. But on the 
Friday, in order to make the business of 
this House more attractive, everybody is 
to be at liberty, practically speaking, to 
go away on Thurday night, and I sup- 
pose the majority of people will go away 
on Thursday night. And then it will be 
extremely convenient for the Govern- 
ment rather to discourage the attend- 
ance on the Friday, and how many times 
will it happen that no House will be 
made on the Friday at all? 1 regard all 
this as entirely in disparagement of the 
power, small as it is, of the unofficial 
Members of the House to exercise that 
influence which they ought to have in 
this House, and which ought to be pre- 
served to them. 


I wish to say, in conclusion, one word 
upon these punitive measures. As to sus- 
taining the authority of the Chair, I think 
there will be no difference of opinion in 
this matter. I think it may be necessary 
somewhat to increase the term and 
limit of suspension, but to the insistence 


upon an apology I am _ absolutely 
opposed. I have sat in this House 33 
years. J have never heard anything of 


the kind proposed, and | think it would 
be the greatest mistake that this House 
ever made to attempt to insist upon 
such an apology. When a man has 
made a mistake, when he has been 
punished for it. put in prison, you do 
not ask him to make an apology. I have 
never heard that when people have been 
sent to prison by the House of Commons 
such a condition has been imposed. 
You will place yourselves: in a great 
difficulty. One of the great objections 
tosending Members of the House of 
Commons to prison has been that you 
did not know how in the world to get 
them out. It is far more difficult to get 
them ‘out than to get them in. What 
will be your position if you insist on this 
apology ? There are some natures that 


2C2 
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are not apologetic, and who, imitating a 
great example when they are called to 
account, say, ‘‘What I have said I have 
said.’’ Persons of that temperament are 
not likely to apologise. And then are 
you going to exclude them from a whole 
Parliament? Are you going to impose 
this sort of suspension which is to punish 
the constituency as well as the individual, 
or which, as I was ashamed to see it 
stated in a paper to-day, would be a very 
good way of disfranchising Ireland ? 
But I object altogether to a policy of 
that kind, and | believe it will involve 
the House in a situation that will prove 
to be intolerable, 'and place it in a posi- 
tion it will be impossible to maintain. 
But I object altogether toa policy of that 
kind. I believe you are going to involve 
the House in a situation that will prove 
to be intolerable, and place it ina position 
it will be impossible to maintain. 

In conclusion, let me say a word or 
two on the proposal to refer these Rules 
to the consideration of a Committee. Cer- 
tainly I should say that, in proposing so 
radical, so sweeping a change in the 
whole habits, practices, and conditions of 
life in the House of Commons, you would 
be well advised in following the prece- 
dents which have always, or with very 
few exceptions, been pursued on occasions 
of thiskind. The Colonial Secretary says 
no Committee examined the alterations 
proposed in 1882. Well, but in 1882 you 
devoted a whole session to the considera- 
tion of a single point. I do not know 
what amount of time the Government 
contemplate giving to these discussions. 
They are not going to devote the whole 
session to them, and yet these proposals 
are obviously more important than all 
the legislation that has been proposed for 
this session. It must he remembered 
that these measures, which will affect 
many interests, and which will not be of 
temporary importance only, for if you 
change the whole system of the House of 
Commons it is a change that will affect 
the greatest interests in the country and 
will be lasting in its effects. It has been 
said, and truly said, with no disrespect to 
the present Parliament, that there are 
more new Members in the House than 
usual. These are comparatively inexperi- 
enced in the working of our Parliament, 
and therefore of the system under which 
we have lived, and it is said they may 
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not fully understand how one part of our 
system bears upon another, and how an 
alteration may weaken the authority and 
power of the House. I would venture to 
suggest to these Members that they would 
be none the worse for having the opinion 
of the most experienced Members of the 
House, who would be taken from all 
parties and form a Committee in which 
the Government would have a predomi- 
nant majority and who, at all events, 
would, in an impartial manner and with- 
out party bias, review the whole situation 
in its various bearings. Of course, this 
would involve some delay, but if you 


proceed with haste in this matter 
depend upon it you will repent at 
leisure. Therefore, in my opinion, no 


delay ought to stand in the way of a 
thorough, a complete examination of the 
Rules in all their bearings. That has been 
the habitual method of proceeding by the 
House in matters far extensive in 
their operation than the Motion you are 
now considering, and, looking at the 
extent of the proposed alterations, I do 
believe that, if you think in a week or 
two you can dispose of these resolutions, 
you are contemplating a most rash and 
inconsiderate action. You may materially 
injure the fabric of this great assembly, 
you may destroy vital interests which can 
never be be repaired; and, therefore, 
without hesitation, I shall give my vote 
for the Motion for a Committee, as a pre- 
liminary to a discussion of these Rules. 
This Committee would in no way dictate 
to the House or preclude the House from 
discussion—it would give advice to the 
House from those most competent to give 
it. I think that would be the most 
prudent proceeding, and it would he 
following precedents the House would 
do well to adopt. 


less 


*(7.20.) Mr. ELLIOT (Durham) said he 
had listened to every word of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s criticisms, but from be- 
ginning to end there was no evidence to 
show that the right hon. Gentleman recog- 
nised that there were serious mischiefs to 
be remedied in the present state of things 
and, therefore, he would not labour that 
point. It was not necessary to dwell 


upon the condition into which parliamen- 


|tary procedure had fallen. 


| 


When the 
right hon. Gentleman was talking of the 
necessity for preserving the rights of free 
speech, and quoting the words of Mr. 
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Disraeli to show that a Parliament must . 


involve a large amount of speaking, and 
that we should take care not to limit our 
rights, he could not but remember that 
the right hon. Gentleman was a member 
of a Government which, rightly and 
wisely, first introduced into parliamentary 
procedure compulsory limitation of debate. 
Was there any proposal now to limit 
speech ? Reference had been made to the 
proposals put forward by the hon. 
Member for the Chelmsford Division. The 
present proposals would in no way shorten 
the orations of any Member.  [“ They 
ought to.”] Perhaps they ought to. He 
could imagine the torrent of indignation 
at a proposal to destroy the old right 
of a Member to express his opinions at 
any length he pleased. Many Members 
who had spoken in the same sense as the 
hon. Member, had not read the Rules or 
contemplated the Rules except in the 
abstract, and without freference to the 
existing state of things for which a 
remedy was needed. . 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: What 
is the existing state of things ? 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
Short sessions and long holidays. 


*Mr. ELLIOT said he would venture 
to give one illustration of the existing 
state of things. During last session 15 
days of eight hours were consumed ‘in 
putting and answering Questions. That 
was a discredit to the business condition 
of the House. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I 
should like to point out that last session 
occupied the shortest amount of Par- 
liamentary time ever occupied by 
Parliament. 


*Mr. ELLIOT thought that in that 
case it made the matter worse, because 
an undue proportion of time had been 
given to Questions. | Members on both 
sides of the House had argued themselves 
into the belief that the right to put 
Questions across the floor of the House 
was a palladium of British liberty. He 
was fully prepared to admit that there 
was something in the right to put 
Questions, but they had gone beyond 
that, because he had heard hon. Mem- 
bers insist that it was absolutely neces- 
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sary for the enjoyment and honour of 
that privilege that these Questions and 
answers should be taken the very first 
thing. But was it essential that Questions, 
however numerous, however foolish, 
however lacking in interest to the 
general public, should be answered 
before the House proceeded to what 
might perhaps be the most important 
business of a session? He could not 
follow such reasoning. There was a 
time, long ago, when it was a privilege 
of Members to present a petition, make a 
speech, and raise a debate thereon. 
That privilege existed not only for the 
benefit of Members but for their consti- 
tuents, and it was a serious privilege to 
withdraw, a serious right to take away 
from Parliament and the Members of the 
House; but what happened? The practice 
of raising debates upon petitions grew 
until it seriously impeded other business 
which could not be taken until 8 o’clock, 
and our ancestors abolished the prac- 
tice. The hon. Member for Water- 
ford had stated on the previous evening 
that the record of procedure and the 
Amendments thereto had long been 
regarded as a failure for the last 60 or 
70 years, and he alluded again and again 
to the tinkering of the Parliamentary 
body, but it was by what had been called 
“tinkering” with the Rules that the 
House of Commons had been able to 
keep up its efficiency to do the work and 
meet the changes required by the 
time and the duties devolving upon it, 
and as practical men, Members must 
continue to make alterations when they 
were necessary. Were hon. Members to 
be told that they were to be bound by 
their predecessors, who lived in times 
when the causes which necessitated these 
changes did not exist? Questions were 
a growing evil that had to be dealt with. 
When he contemplated them, he found 
that the Rules would prevent no Question 
being put to a Minister that was now 
permitted, and a different method of 
receiving the answer was offered, which, 
at the same time, preserved the right to 
ask the Question, and the business time 
of the House. It was another misfortune 
under the present system that when 
Members came down to the House they 
found being discussed not matters of im- 
portance either to themselves or the 


‘country at large, but questions as to 
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whether this business should be taken 
before that business. How were they to 


adequately discuss matters of importance | 
if the best time of the House was wasted by 


interminable questions and interlocutory 


debates? Those discussions, which hefound | 


as tedious as did the First Lord of the 
Treasury, were the opportunities of gen- 
tlemen who seemed to arrogate to them- 


selves the character of private Members to | 


the exclusion of everybody else. But he had 
sufficient respect for the ability, ingenuity 
and eloquence of those gentlemen not to 
doubt that, whatever Rules were passed, 
they would find their opportunities for 
debate. Such discussions were not for 
the purpose of obtaining information ; 
they were purely obstructive. 

There was the same fallacy underlying 
the speech of the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn as underlay nearly al! his speeches. 
The hon. Member generally enlarged on 
the question of the Executive Govern- 
ment and its powers ; he divided official 
and unofficial Members into two 
great categories—the official Members 
who desired to forward the business of 
the Government, or the unofficial Mem- 
bers who cared for nothing but the 
private legislative efforts of their own. 
He (the speaker) claimed on behalf of the 
unofficial Members that they were as 
concerned in dealing with the legislative 
work put forward by the Government 
as were the official Members. It was 
the privilege of Members to discuss— 
at length if need be—the proposals the 
Government brought forward—but how 
could that discussion take place if the 
time was wasted by ridiculous questions, 
to the extent of thousands in a session, 
largely put to Ministers merely for the 
purpose of wasting time? The Govern- 
ment, in this Rule, had aimed—wisely as 
he thought—at limiting the bad effect of 
such questions, at limiting the occasions 
on which these interlocutory debates could 
arise, and at reducing the necessary stages 
through which a certain class of measures 
had to pass. He confessed, when he 
considered the magnitude of the business 
with which the Government had to deal, 
he was struck by the extreme moderation 
of their proposals. They might have gone 
a great deal further without inflicting 
any injustice or, in any way, limiting the 
privileges of Members. 


As to the punitive Rules, he yielded to | feit he could do as he liked. That was 
| 


Mr. Elliot. 
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no one in his desire to have absolutely 





free and unfettered discussion in the 
House. To the man who brought in 
novel or even revolutionary doctrines he 
would give as much liberty as to anybody 
else. The greater the representation of 
honest opinion the greater the benefit to 
the House of Commons. He fully 
admitted that majorities were sometimes 
arbitrary ; it was perhaps the nature of 
majorities, especially in exciting times, to 
be arbitrary, and to try to repress the 
expression of opinion. With views of that 
sort he had no sympathy whatever. But. 
it was a different matter when hon. 
Members seemed to claim the right not 
to express opinions but to create disorder. 
In days gone by, he had heard Members 
declare that they considered they were in. 
the House for the purpose of causing its 
machinery to break down. But anything 
in the nature of organised conduct 
calculated to produce that end should not 
be tolerated for one moment. It was not 
a thing to be parleyed with; it was a 
thing to be put down. The very liberty 
of debate depended on order being 
observed, and when hon. Members seemed 
to claim it as a right to disobey 
the authority of the Chair, by which 
alone they enjoyed their freedom of 
speech, their rights, and their privileges 
—that claim should not be tolerated 
for an instant. He was sorry to hear 
the hon. Member for East Waterford 
describe the Rule dealing with the en- 
forcement of orders as one practically 
amounting to the expulsion from the 
House of Commons of the Irish Members. 
There was nothing in the Rule about 
expulsion. Why should it operate as a 
sentence of exclusion? It could do so 
only if a Member took up a position of 
defiance to the Chairman, and any 
Member who took up such a_ position, 
was not, he contended, a fit person to sit 
in or address the House of Commons. 
The sentence of exclusion could hardly 
be described as a penal proceeding 
against hon. Members. It was a_pro- 
ceeding for the protection of the House 
itself, and the case of a penalty inflicted 
for crime was not at all analogous. Some 
hon. Members went almost the length of 
treating the enforcement of order as 
something in the nature of a game of 
forfeits. So long as a man paid his for- 
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not the thing at all. The point aimed at | 
was the maintenance of order, and he 
sincerely hoped that, however much the | 
right hon. Gentleman might be urged to | 
modify the Rule, he would do nothing of | 
the kind, but that he would let the | 
House and the country understand that | 
one of the first necessities of freedom was | 
the maintenance of law and order with 
the House of Commons itself. Unless 
Members recognised the evils they could 
not agree with the remedies for them. 
If Members did not recognise the existence 
of the evils, at any rate the country did, 
and considered it was high time they put 
their own House in order. 
He believed that in 


the main the 


proposals of the Government had 
been well considered, and framed 
so as not to interfere with the due 


liberties and privileges of the House. 
of Commons, and _ he, for one, 
would give them his support. Members 
who spoke as if the Constitution was 
being turned upside down by these Rules 
were really making a very big mountain 
out of a very small mole-hill. The Closure 
was a great innovation, but without it 
the House could not have done the work 
it had had to do within recent years. 
The present proposals were of a much 
more modest kind, and he thought the 
House would have to go still further, 
but, in the meantime, every hon. Member 
could go to bed happy in the thought 
that the privileges of the House of 
Commons were not at stake. As to the 
hours of meeting and so on, it was a 
matter of supreme importance, that by 
these proposals the Government would 
ensure that from 2.30 to 7.15 Members 
would be engaged in doing the business 
of the country—the main business of the 
House of Commons. To secure that 
alone would be worth paying something. 
He did not like having to come down to 
the House an hour earlier than hereto- 
fore, but, at any rate, let them see that 
they got something, and something 
considerable, for the price they were 
paying. This one change alone would 
be an immense gain. not for the Govern- 
ment only, but for the unofficial 
Members also, for they were often as 
much interested as the Government itself 
in the business of the Crown laid before 
the House. In future their efforts would | 
be concentrated ; they would know what 
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they had to do, and they would have 
time to do it. He was grateful for the 
proposals of the Government; if they 
erred at all it was on the side of excessive 
moderation and extreme caution. He 
should therefore support them, and there 
would be plenty of time for the discus ion 


'of details at subsequent stages of the 


proceedings. 


*(7.44.) Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, 


|Eye): Some of the arguments of the 


hon. Member for Durham are, I think, 
arguments rather in favour of the Motion 
to refer these proposais to a Select Com- 
mittee. The hon. Gentleman has told us 
that these are business proposals which 
ought to be discussed on their merits, and 
apart from all Party considerations. 


|That is one of the main reasons why 


they should be referred to a Committee. 
There are various aspects from which 
this question may be approached. 
The House of Commons is jealous, and 
rightly jealous, of any attempis at en- 
croachment on the part of the Executive 
of the day. The danger in days gone by, 
no doubt, resided in different directions, 
but at the present time, as the experience 
of past years has shown, Members have 
grave reasons for apprehension as to what 
the outcome of that encroachment may 
be. Although I fully concur that there 
are some portions of these proposals put 
before us which not only deserves sym- 
pathetic support, but which might be 
even strengthened in certain details, I feel 
that they contain innovations of a very 
dangerous character which ought not to 
be allowed to pass in their present form. 
In regard to Questions, if the right hon. 
Gentleman will look at the Questions 
put within the last few years he will find 
that, on Colonial and Foreign policy 
especially, the Questions put have been 
the means of clearing up points whieh 
before were very obscure, and I think he 
will find that they have often helped to 
prevent a debate which would otherwise 
have taken place, and which would have 
consumed a considerable portion of the 
time of this House. The analogy of the 
hon. Member opposite is entirely errone- 
ous and misleading, because in former 
days it was the custom to read petitions, 
and to follow them with a prolonged debate. 
I agree that much time has been consumed 
in the past by Questions which ought not 
to have been put and answered orally in 
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Apart from this, it seems to | the scheme. 


matters of the most vital importance to | 


the interests of this country, and they 
have often been Questions which have pre- 
vented a great waste of time in debate. 
It has been suggested that the Questions 
should be put to the most inconvenient 
time of the day from the point of view 
of the Press, and more especially the Press 
of the distant parts of the country. The 
inconvenience to the foreign Press, which 
in some matters is deeply interested in our 
proceedings, will also be very great. A 
distinction is drawn between the Questions 
asked between 2.25 and 2.30, and the 
Questions which are put at 7.15, when all 
the charm of novelty will have worn off be- 
cause the answers will have been given in 
another place to these identical Questions. 
That will reduce the whole position to an 
absurdity. Although I welcome the dis- 
tinction drawn between one kind of Ques- 
tions and another, I think the object of 
the Government would be equally well 
served if they left the time for putting 
Questions as it now stands, and introduced 
the system of starring the Questions and 
leaving those unstarred which are simply 
matters of local interest. 

Something has been said in the 
course of this debate with regard to 
the proposals relating to private business. 
If the First Lord of the Treasury 
will look back to the history of the 
last few years, he will find that the 
greatest inconvenience has been caused 
owing to the protracted debates on gas, 


water, and railway Bills, involving millions - 


of money, which measures have come on 
at a most inconvenient time, and which 
have seriously interfered with debates 
on questions with regard to which notice 
had been given, and which, owing to the 
intervention of these other measures, have 
not been able to be discussed by the House. 
That uncertainty will not be removed by 
these proposals. There is to be the un- 
opposed private business which never takes 
much time, from 2 to 2.25. The opposed 
private business is not put on one par- 
ticular day in the week, but it is placed 
on such days as the Chairman of Com- 
mittees may appoint. May I suggest 
whether it would not be possible to re- 
consider the general scheme of the week’s 
time table which has been put down 
under “Sittings of the House.” I under- 
stood that the interchange of Wednesday 


and Friday was not an integral part of 


Mr. Stevenson. 
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I should like to suggest an 
alternative arrangement. It is that Mon- 
day should remain exactly as it is now 
under the present arrangement. On 
Tuesday the Government should have a 
morning sitting, leaving the evening to 
private Members. Wednesday should re- 
main as at present in the possession of 
private Members, and Thursday should 
remain as it is now; but on Friday the 
opposed private business should take pre- 
cedence over all other business. Under 
this arrangement hon. Members would 
know what gas, electric, railway, and 
Municipal Corporation Bills would come 
before the attention of the House on one 
particular day. Then those hon. Mem- 
bers especially interested in those Bills 
would remain, and any spare time re- 
maining might be accorded to the Govern- 
ment. These measures often affect great 
industrial and commercial undertakings 
in this country, and in late years they 
have taken much more time owing to the 
great interest which is being taken by 
municipalities in all matters affecting the 
welfare of the community. It would bea 
relief and a great convenience to a great 
many persons, and to the House of Com- 
mons itself, and to all those in different 
parts of the country who are interested in 
the development of these great under- 
takings, if one particular night could be 
set apart for the consideration of these 
measures, and if all hon. Members were 
aware that Friday was the particular day 
allocated to the consideration of these 
local measures. That is a suggestion 
which I venture to place before the 
House and which I hope will receive the 
consideration of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. I do not know how the point 
can be raised until we reach the Amend- 
ment dealing with private business, but 
if a scheme of the kind I have indicated 
is possible, no doubt some opportunity of 
considering it may be found. If the 
scheme is to be passed as it stands, it will 
be impossible to set apart Friday for 
dealing with private business. I cannot 
emulate some hon. Members with regard 
to the number of years they have sat in the 
House, but during the 17 years I have been 
here I have observed a very considerable 
change in regard to the method in which 
private business is conducted, and consider- 
ably more time is now necessarily spent 
over it. Not only would uncertainty be 


removed if my suggestion were carried 
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out, but it would also add greatly to the | to be ineffective. 


convenience of the House as a whole if 
one day could be set apart for the 
purpose of private business. 

Apart from these proposals regarding 
private business and the interchange of 
Wednesday and.Friday, and apart also from 
that most mischievous innovation with re- 
gard to Questions, it seems to me that the 
proposals of the Government are pro- 
posals which deserve sympathetic con- 
sideration, but the three points I have 
mentioned are matters which it seems to 
me ought certainly to be recon- 
sidered, and I think that consider- 
ation would come with greater weight if 
an opportunity were afforded like that 
suggested by the Leader of the Op- 
position by a Committee consisting of the 
most experienced Members of the House. 
On these grounds I desire to give my 
support to the proposal made by the 
the Leader of the Opposition. At the 
same time I would most especially 
commend to the Leader of the House 
my suggestion with regard to an alter- 
ation in the allocation in the time of the 
House, and [ wish, in conclusion, to 
emphasise and accentuate the necessity 
of one particular day in the week, subject 
to occasional exception, being regarded 
as a day on which the private business 
dealing with great industrial, commercial, 
and material interests of the country 
should have the attention they require. 


*(7.56.) Str ALBERT ROLLIT 
(Islington, S.): Having long taken con- 
siderable interest in this subject, and 
having moved for a Select Committee 
on the subject in 1894, and given notice 
to the same effect last session, for this 
reason I desire to saya few words. There 
is much in these Rules which is worthy of 
the attention of the House. More par- 
ticularly, I wish to say that at present 
the lay mind has difficulty in knowing 
what the law is, for, worse than the 
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| They seem to me to be 
/revolutionary in some points without 
| being adequate remedies, and they leave 
the parliamentary machine, constructed 
in the Middle Ages, in a _ condition 
which fails to adapt it to modern require- 
ments, without taking the opportunity 


of making that application much 
‘more useful. I cannot now, to be 
in order, develop the Amendment 


which stands in my name on the Paper, 
but I am quite satisfied that the only 
effective way to remove obstruction would 
be to remove the motive of obstruction 
by enabling measures which have arrived 
at a certain stage to be carried over to 
the next session of the same Parlia- 
ment. That would convince those dis- 
posed to be obstructive that their desires 
could not be attained. I agree 
with Lord Salisbury’s statement that the 
mode of doing our business is like that 
of a man who, finding himself unable 
to complete all his correspondence before 
post time, should deliberately tear up the 
letters he has written and commence them 
all again on the following day. [also think 
there might be a much better allocation of 
our parliamentary time. Our difficulties 
are not so much due to want of time, as to 
the want of a better appropriation of that 
time and the systematic use of our time, 
for our present system leads toa great 
waste of time, all which might be avoided 
by having a Committee to fix (and, if 
necessary, to extend) the time to be 
allocated to Bills (and Sections of Bills) 
and Motions. 

Now, Sir, I wish to say a word 
about the substitution of Friday for 
Wednesday, so far as the Bills of un- 
official Members are concerned. I will 
not enlarge upon the social questions 
which the Leader of the Opposition 
referred to, but speaking of week-end 
arrangements I may remind the House of 
a parallel afforded by Sir Robert Walpole, 
' when he abolished Saturday sittings in 
order that he might hunt at the week-end. 


Roman Emperor Caligula, who wrote his) What I think is of importance is not 


laws so small, and hung them up so high 
that they could not be read, and then 
punished people for not obeying them, | 
we bury our laws in statutes and 
cases and then we assume that every- | 
body knows the law and we punish them | 
for disobedience. What I think with 


regard to these proposals is that in some | 
ways they are very inadequate and likely 


| 
i 


always the week-end, but some relaxation 
of the strain at the middle part of the 
week. Many who are Members of this 
House are engaged in business, and that 
is a great strain which is mitigated by 
Wednesday evening being free. Then 
the officers of the House, and the Press, 
upon whom we are largely dependent for 
the value given to our proceedings by 
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publicity, sympathise with the present | the House and so waste time. With regard 


system, rather than the substitution of 
Friday. 


House, and who have done a large amount 


of useful work at times, because the | 


Government, which is now under obliga- 
tion to keep a House on certain occasions, 
would be free from it, and the week-end 
would very likely be dissipated as to Mem- 
bers. Thursday would be appropriated to 
Supply, for which some would not care 
to remain. 
tunity for private Members’ Bills, and I 


to the 2 o'clock sitting, whatever may be 


Friday would not attain the | said of the comments of the hon. Member 
purpose of those who present Bills to this | 


for King’s Lynn about business men, I 
quite agree with the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham that 
the new arrangement would suit a certain 
class who ought to be considered. I mean 


‘country gentlemen and those who are 


Friday would be the oppor- | 


think there is some reason in the sug- | 


gestion that we should have ill-considered 
legislation, at any rate in some cases, 


instead of that criticism which a full House | 


is able to apply. 
thinking that Friday would be by no 


Then I cannot help, 


means such a free day as Wednesday. | 
Private business, I take it, might be taken | 
on Friday, if the option were left to the | 


Chairman of Committees as suggested— 


engaged in business at a distance. But, in 
these days when trade questions are 
prominent—and probably the battles of 
the future will be on trade questions—it 
is important, I think, to keep the House 
in touch with the business men of the 
day, and the business knowledge and 
experience of the House should be up to 
the highest point. The effect under the 
present system is to admit of the Members 
being in time for public business who 
come as late as 4.30, and who are able, 
while attending before then to their own 
business, to contribute in what I think 


'is generally a very valuable way to the 


that private business which is not disposed | 


of on other days by 25 minutes after two, 
should be postponed until such time as 
he may determine. 

Again, it is proposed that Motions for 
the adjournment of the House on 
Government days, when the House 
determines that they shall be made, are 
to stand over until the evening sitting 
of the same day. But such a Motion 
could be made and discussed on Fridays, 
there might then also be Questions, so that 
the residual value to unofficial Members 
might be exceedingly small. 
applies to Tuesday and Wednesday even- 
ing sittings. At these evening sittings 
Motions for adjournment would be taken, 
and there might be no time for private 
Members’ motions to be discussed. 
Government seem to have anticipated an 
objection of this sort, for they contemplate 
that between 9 and 10 o'clock the House 
will be more or less in a state of collapse. 
I agree with their suggestion as to count- 
ing out between 9 and 10 business which 
is not attractive, but that the House shall 
not be counted, the next Resolution being 
taken. Such a system of counting out 
business instead of the Heuse would operate 


in the way of the selection of business | 


according to its importance. An unim- 
portant Bill might be counted out in 
order that an important one might be 
taken. 
principle should be to count out only the 
particular business rather than to count 


Sir Albert Rollit. 


proceedings of the House. The effect of the 


|change would be to prevent their doing 


so. It would end in the exclusion of that 
class, and in the substitution of a more 
leisured class willing to devote their 
whole time to the work of the House. It 
would end in the payment of Members as 
a necessary corollary. If the Govern- 
ment contemplate that change well and 


| good, but I think they will hesitate to do 


The same | 


The | 


I venture to suggest that the 


so. Let us think, too, of the great cost of 
the Committee work upstairs. The Com- 
|mittees now sit to 3 or 4 o'clock, but 
when public business is commenced they 
would not be able to do so. In fact, the 
new Rules provide for their not sitting 
after half-past 2. Think of the cost to 
the country for witnesses and counsel, etc., 
owing to this change in the time for the 
consideration of private Bills before 
Committees. 

As regards Questions, every one must 
admit that many of them are departmental 
and administrative. Many of them are 
very trivial. Therefore, I think that the 
placing of an asterisk to those to which 
an oral reply is desired is a wise pro- 
vision. But I venture to think that the 
asterisk should be applied not by the 
Member putting the Question, but by the 
Speaker or a Committee. And however 
trivial the majority of Questions may be, 
I think there is in the right of asking 
Questions the highest protection agaiust 
injustice and abuse. If a constituent, 
however humble and poor, has a real 
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grievance or injustice, the Member 
representing him here can bring the Min- 
ister to book for that grievance by putting 
a Question or a series of Questions. He 


can thus do much to redress that griev- | 


ance or injustice with the aid of the Press, 
but the advantage of that method of 
procedure will not be enjoyed to the same 
extent if Questions are adjourned until 
after 7 o'clock, or, perhaps, until after mid- 
night. The right of question should be 
sedulously watched, for although there 
may be much to be condemned in con- 
nection with the present system, there 
ismuch that must not be lost, even at the 
expense of some advantage which you 
hope to gain under the proposed 
arrangement. 

Lastly I should like to say a word about 
what is the most important of these Rules, 
and that is the question of the transaction 
of the private business; and, knowing 
something of this matter, I commend very 
seriously what I propose to the attention 
of my right hon. friend. I quite agree 
that the transaction of private business 
here is an anachronism, and that the 
time ought speedily tocome—and I know 

have the sympathy of the right 
hon. Gentleman in this—when it should 
be devolved on some other authority. We 
have an example in the Private Bill Pro- 
cedure Act of a justice done to Scotland, 
which might well be imitated both as 
regards Ireland and England. It is in a 
sense the most responsible part of our 
work. It is our judicial work. It is 
work for which heavy house fees are paid 
and outlay in the shape of costs, and it 
influences the material, municipal and 
general development of the country to 
an extent which it is almost impossible 
to overestimate. I would suggest to the 
right hon. Gentleman that the evil here 
is exaggerated. We have undoubtedly 
once or twice recently had our tempers 
tried by being kept waiting by private busi- 
hess when important public matters have 
been coming forward. At the same time 
I think that is a matter for Departmental 
arrangement. After our experience an 
arrangement might be come to which 
would be better than the present. In 
addition we have discussed under the 
name of private Bills important questions, 


such as housing, cheap trains, and water; 


and perhaps I may be allowed to say here 
what an anomaly it is that water supply 
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Bills and private Bilis of that kind, public 
in almost every respect, though private 
Bills, should be able to be carried over 
| to another session while other public Bills 
of much less importance expire with each 
session. I have had the advantage of 
reading a very able pamphlet prepared by 
Mr. George Walpole, the editor of Zhe Par- 
liamentary Debates, upon “ House of Com- 
mons Procedure,” from which I learn 
that, after all, last session, out of 1,072 
hours, only 45 were occupied in private 
business, including the debates on those 


general questions to which I have 
referred. Now let me ask what 


under the new system may happen ? 
You will have a debate of 25 
minutes, in which one or two speeches. 
will be heard by one audience in the 
House, the debate will then be adjourned, 
and the rest of it will be heard by 
another audience. How is there to be 
any complete view taken under these 
circumstances? The fact is the whole 
of these great questions will be taken 


at sittings the nature of which 
is not determined even yet. It was 
stated by Mr. Balfour that these 


debates were to be resumed at 9 o'clock, 
but now it is proposed that the 
Chairman of Committee shall fix the 
time. I know that in the case of the 
Chairman every possible confidence would 
be felt, but I am afraid that, between 
pillar and post, enormous interests, 
mercantile and municipal, scores of 
advantageous public enterprises may be 
lost. 

I reserve my last 
most important point, for this pro- 
posal is one which threatens the 
character of this House. The character 
of this House for private legislation has 
been of the very highest up to the 
present time. If, as is suggested, such 
Bills are still to stand for Second Read- 
ing in this House, I entreat that 
a definite time will be appointed for 
their consideration. The point I wish to 
refer to is this: if you have private 
business, liquid so far as the time at 
which it will be taken is concerned, you 
will give a pretext for partisans in charge 
of Bills to go to Members and say, “ Will 
you come and help to make a House,” 
when there may be doubt, owing to the 
' time, say at 9, or midnight, as to whether 
_ there will be a House. That may lead 


words for a 
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to a system of lobbying which will be 
detrimental to the character of the House. 
and most disadvantageous to private Bill 
legislation. Up to the present, the House 
has enjoyed the highest confidence, but 
the system of private Bill legislation is 
costing upwards of £500,000 a year in 
the case of local authorities alone, and 
with a system which brings people 
from their own districts. It is a 
wrong system altogether, and ought to 
be replaced by another. But, until 
we undertake the devolution of this 


work, let us do it in such a way that it | 


will be properly taken care of with due 
regard to all views. I venture to doubt 
whether the proposed new Rules have 
in this !and other respects received 
that careful consideration which will 
enable the House to foretell what 
their practical effect will be. I am quite 
sure that they are proposed and that they 
will be discussed with the view of im- 
proving the procedure of the House, but 
I hope that with discussion in detail such 
changes will be made in them as will 
adapt them much more completely to 
what I believe to be the requirements of 
modern legislation. (8.15.) 


*(9.50.) Mr. CHANNING (Northamp- 
tonshire, E.) said he thought the House 
and the country were indebted to both the 
hon. Members who had last addressed the 
House, for having drawn attention to the 
position in which private business would 
be left by the Rules as now laid before 
the House. If the remarks of the hon. 
Member for South Islington had been 
listened to in a fuller House, it would 
have been of great advantage to the 
debate. He had no desire to enter 
into any details which would be better 
left to the discussion in the Committee 
stage, hut he wovld like to say at once 
that he dissented from the suggestion 
of the hon. Member for the Eye Division 
of Suffolk, for exactly the reasons given 
by the hon. Member for South Isling- 
ton. He thought to defer Private Bills 
until Friday would be a very serious 
mistake ; for if they divorced these 
Private Bills from the sound common 
sense of the majority of the hon. Members 
of the House, they opened the door to 
the possibility of jobs contrary to the public 
interest, because most Members not direct- 
ly interested would stay away on Fridays 
‘The debate had shown, not only with 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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but also with regard to questions of 
wider public importance, the necessity of 
the House rising to the supreme duty of 
recognising the necessity of a broad 
policy of devolution of many of the 
duties now attempted to be pertormed by 
the House itself. He had sat in the 
House since 1885, and he well remembered 
the discussion on the eighth clause of 
the Local Government Bill of 1888, and 
how a body of Members on that side of 
the House had fought to retain the powers 
given under that Bill and in its schedules, 
as originally laid befcre the House, to 
devolve a large number of duties, 
administrative and in some _ cases 
practically legislative, by Order of 
Council upon the County Councils, 
That was a policy which would have to 
be revived before long if this House 
was to remain efficient. The real evil 
of the situation was that the House now 
sat for a shorter time, and there was 
less energy and less self-sacrifice on the 
part of Members than in the past. In 
1888 and also in 1887, when proposals of 
a similar character were made for the 
purpose of changing the Rules of Pro- 
cedure of the House by Mr. W. H. Smith, 
that right hon. Gentleman distinctly 
bound himself by the doctrine that these 
changes were a matter for the House 
itself to decide, and not a subject upon 
which a ministry should impose its will 
upon the House. He hoped the First 
Lord of the Treasury would bear that 
dictum in mind and act upon that aspect 
of the question. 

The debate on the previous day had 
largely illustrated the necessity of leaving 
many of these matters to the sense of 
hon. Members themselves, without regard 
to Party. Never had a case been more 
completely made out for a moderate 
and reasonable proposal such as had been 
made by the Leader of the Opposition 
to refer the whole group of questions to 
a Select Committee of the House ot 
Commons; more especially having regard 
to the speeches made by hon. Members on 
the Conservative side of the House. Let 
hon. Members look at the Order-book 
which had been crowded with suggested 
Amendmentsto the Rules, and they would 
find, he believed, that the larger proportion 
of those Amendments had come from 
hon. Gentlemen sitting on the Conserva- 
| tive side of the House. Mr. Speaker 
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had laid down the limits of Amendments 
which might be made to the proposals of 
the Government, but there were no less 
than 20 Motions on the Order-book, 15 
of which were in the names of hon. 
Members, supporters of the Ministry, all 
of them proposing important changes 
in the Standing Orders which they were 
precluded under the ruling of the Chair 
from bringing on as Amendments of the 
scheme. This, he contended, was a 
strong argument for relegating the whole 
group of the proposals to a Select 
Committee. He had listened closely to 
the arguments which had been adduced 
in the course of the debate, and it seemed 
to him strange when the Government 
were endeavouring to improve the 
procedure of the House that their pro- 
posals had met with such slender support 
from Members of their own party. 
When he listened to the speech of the 
First Lord of the Treasury —that 
grace ul and conciliatory speech with 
which the right hon. Gentleman intro- 
duced his proposals—he could not help 
comparing the advantages of the scheme 
with its disadvantages, and he doubted 
whether the proposals if adopted would 
work satisfactorily, but after the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary he had no doubt whatever as to 
the duty of the House of Commons in this 
matter. The detence of the proposals made 
by the Colonial Secretary really left the 
Government proposals not a leg to stand 
upon. Practically the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech was an admission of the 
criticism which the Opposition had offered. 
There seemed to be a justification for 
the suspicion that what the Government 
really wanted was to find the cheapest 
and quickest way of rushing business 
through Parliament by suspending and 
getting rid of the action of the House of 
Commons so far as it was possible to do so. 
The Colonial Secretary had said that the 
precedent of Mr. Gladstone’s Procedure 
Resolutions in 1882 was against the pro- 
posal to send the present proposals to a 
Select Committee, but the right hon. 
Gentleman had omitted to state that the 
proposals of 1882 were made in February, 
but were not finally voted upon until the 
autumn session of that year, so that they 
were really before the House and the 
country for nearly nine months. Were 
the Government willing to follow that | 
example, and adjourn the consideration 
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of the present proposals until the autumn ¢ 
He thought not. The right hon. Gentle- 
man admitted that the position of Private 
Bill Legislation under thenew Rules, would 
still be practically so intolerable that it 
was absolutely necessary to refer that 
group of proposals to a Select Committee. 
That admission really gave away the 
whole case against the Motion of the 
Leader of the Opposition. 


Everybody who had sat in the House 
for a number of years regarded pro- 
posals such as were under discussion he 
firmly believed with exactly the same 
feeling. They loved, honoured, and 
cherished the House of Commons, and 
they desired to make it really efficient 
for the essential purposes for which 
Parliament existed. Parliament did not 
exist simply te make and unmake Govern- 
ments. That wat merely an elementary 
function. It existed for a broader and 
more continuous purpose. It could not 
be indentified with the Executive, but it 
had a co-ordinated power with the Execu- 
tive. It required to be active and 
vigilant, sharing in the work of the 
Executive, challenging the Executive 
continuously and effectively at every stage 
of the proceedings. Every session the 
House had examples of bad legislation. 
During the past few days there had been 
scandals of administration with regard to 
military affairs which showed a tremen- 
dous duty in which every Member of the 
House who had a conscience and a sense 
of responsibility ought to be ready to take 


is share. To bring forward Rules 
which hampered individual Members 


in the discharge of that duty, which 
increased the inducements to Members 
to neglect their supreme obligations, and 
which tended to reduce Members to 
mere voting machines at the disposal to 
the Executive, was almost a crime against 
the idea associated with the very existence 
of Parliament. In reference to Rules 
of Procedure the argument was always 
urged that the will of the majority must 
be made to prevail. Against that was 
brought the counter - argument that 
minorities, even unreasonable minorities 
ought, in the public interest, to have a 
voice in the House. Both these doctrines 
were accepted, and all loyal friends of 
Parliamentary institutions endeavoured 
as far as possible to reconcile the two 
ideas. But that was merely the A B C 
of the question, and should be solved 
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more by the good feeling and common- 
sense of the House than by Rules. 
Parliament meant much more. There 
was a collective and individual responsi- 
bility on Members to maintain the honour 
and to promote the efficiency of the 
House in the highest interests of the 
nation. No Member, honestly repre- 
sentative of his constituents, could give 
up his individual responsibility and 
judgment, and place his vote, like 
a proxy, in the hands of the supreme 
Executive. There was too much talk of 
ancient rules and new conditions. The 
House had more to do, but the real 
point was that the essential purpose 
for which they were there and the 
methods by which they must work 
were exactly the same, whether they had 
ten times or a hundred times the work 
of their predecessors to do. The 
conditions were the same now as in the 
past, and they would be the same in 
the future, unless Members were prepared 
to give up representative Government 
altogether, and hand over the destinies of 
the country to a small self-appointed 
family Committee which might easily 
become as detestable as any other group of 
tyrants in history. 


His objection to the proposals was 
not so much to their details as to 
the fact that, taking them altogether, 
their tendency was to lessen the ties of 
the individual Member to the business of 
the House, and to diminish the induce- 
ments for him to attend, and take part 
in, and understand its work. It was a 
trifling detail that the proposals hamstrung 
and threw into the waste paper basket 
the private Members as a legislative item. 
In the most singular way the Government 
were spoiling private business as well as 
getting rid of the private Member. The 
evening sittings and the Fridays were to 
be made up of a patchwork of imprac- 
ticable methods of dealing with private 
Bills and Motions for adjournments. 
The suppression of the right of 
freely questioning Ministers would 
multiply the Motions for adjourn- 
ment, and lead to the entire extinction 
of the opportunities of private Members. 
But he attached much less importance to 
the disappearance of the private Member 
as a force in legislation than to the fact 
that the vast majority of Members would 
not attend in the House except at fixed 
hours for the purpose of mechanically 


Mr. Channing. 
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voting down ali or any protests against 
the policy or proposals of the Government 
without hearing any of the arguments 
that might be adduced in the debate. 
The situation, bad enough already, would 
be infinitely aggravated by a cast-iron 
system of cutting the time of the House 
intosections. The real cause of bad work 
in the House of Commons was the lack 
of concentration, and the loss of working 
power was, to a large extent, due to the 
absence of leading Ministers during a 
large portion of the sittings of the House. 
What was the fault of discussions in 
Supply? That the House was launched 
into one big topic, and the Members went 
on repeating ad nauseam the same argu- 
ments on the one subject, whereas if the 
House was properly led it would be easy 
to divide the sitting into three or four 
separate discussions, with short practical 
concentrated speeches, infinitely to the 
advantage of the public service. He had 
always attributed the painful scene of 
last year to the lack of proper leadership. 
If the First Lord had then been in con- 
stant attendance they might very well at 
the dinner hour, at his suggestion, have 
passed from the topic of education, which 
was then exhausted, to another of the 
matters covered by the Vote on Account, 
and the sense of exasperation which led 
to that scene would have been avoided. 
He was in favour of strengthening Rules 
which promoted good order, but what he 
insisted on was that there should be firm 
but elastic pressure. The present pro- 
posals instead of discouraging and check- 
ing obstruction, would promote and in- 
crease it, and lead to much greater waste 
of time. What happened on Tuesdays, 
when the Government took afternoon 
sittings? A subject once started would 
go on until 7 o'clock, although the 
debate might just as well terminate at 
4 or 5 o'clock. Early in his political 
life he had seen on a Wednesday afternoon 
no less than three or four Bills discussed 
dispassionately, in carefully reasoned 
speeches, and with real force. Those 
Bills passed their Second Reading and were 
dealt with by Select Committees or in 
some other way without any of the 
trouble that was now experienced. An 
almost necessary corollary of the present 
proposals would be a Rule to limit 
the duration of speeches in order to 
check the increase of obstruction which 
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would inevitably arise from having the 
time limit to the afternoon sitting. 


he would not dwell upon them, but he 
hoped that some consideration would be 
given to the possibility of dealing with 
the matter of (Juestions on its own merits 
and alone. 


hon. friend, His Majesty's Government 
had one course open to them which would 
remove many of their difficulties. They 
night carry out their proposal of starring 
questions. They might refer to a Com- 
mittee or to Mr. Speaker to make a 
classification of questions, in order that the 
time of the House and the time of Ministers 
should not be wasted. He believed that 
the starring of questions would remove 
many Objections. Questions of a local 
character which raised no principle would 
at once be placed on the Paper to be 
answered in print, because that would 
serve the purpose just as well. He thought 
it would be well for the Government to 
carry out that rule before they attempted 
to carry out anything like the drastic 
proposal to postpone questions, which 
meant the entire suspension of the right 
of cross-examination of the Ministry. Let 
him suggest, then, to the Government if 
they do not refer the whole of these 
subjects to a Select Committee, let them 
carry out this, and let them carry out 
their proposals with regard to the pro- 
ceedings on Bills with such Amendments 
as the House may make in them, and defer 
the rest of these questions till they can be 
considered more fully. 

He urged upon the Government the de- 
sirability of making thediscussionof Supply 
really more effective. It was quite use- 
less for the Colonial Secretary to urge that 
Supply, as at present conducted, gave hon. 
Members an opportunity of challenging 
the Executive, for the practice of the First 
Lord of the Treasury was to launch one 
big topic before the House and leave hon. 
Members to discuss it for hours more 
than was necessary, thereby excluding 
hundreds of other topics which might be 
considered for short periods and discussed 
ina businesslike and practical way. He 
had frequently suggested that discus- 
sions on Supply should be taken on 
Motions, the object of which should be 
stated in the Notices of Motion, and 
that these Motions and the Votes in Supply 


should be classified and arranged in order | 


by a Special Committee of the same 
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It seemed to him that what- 
ever happened to the Motion of his right | 
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and recommend the proportion of a sit- 
He had made one or two suggestions, and | 


ting which might be given to such 


Motions. That was a solution which he 
thought it would be wise for the 
Government to consider. He had 


stated his main objections as clearly 
as he could to the proposals of 
the Government, and those objections 
compelled him to resist the passage of 


those Rules through the House, because 


their tendency was to divorce hon. Members 
of the House from their supreme duty 
and their proper right of challenging 
the action of Government and exercising 
due vigilance as the representatives of 
the people in examining closely into the 
affairs of thecountry. The whole of these 
proposals would meet with strenuous 
opposition on those grounds. 


(9.23.) Eart PERCY: I desire 
to make avery’ few observations 


upon the new Rules of Procedure sug- 
gested by the Governinent, and I shall 
not adopt the non possumus attitude 
adopted by the hon. Member for East 
Northampton, nor do I think it is a 
practical suggestion to refer them to a 
Committee, because that means that 
they would be discarded for the rest of 
the session. The hon, Member for East 
Mayo expressed the hope that the 
younger Members of the House would 
not take part in the debate. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg the noble Lord’s 
pardon, but I did not say that. What | 
said was that it was impossible for hon. 
Members who only came into the House 
at the last election to have had any 
experience of the Rules. 


*EarL PERCY: Then I beg the hon. 
Member’s pardon. Personally, I feel 
that there is no need to apologise 
for taking part in debate, because 
any change in the Rules must affect the 
younger Members of the House quite 
as much as the old Members. What is 
the object of the Government in propos- 
ing these Rules? They want to increase 
the time at the disposal of the House, 
but it does not follow, as the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire, said, that they want to 
increase the power of the Government. 
What they naturally want to do is to 
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render more effective the rights of the 
Government in regard to the business 
of legislation. That is a very correct 
and proper view for the Government 
to take, provided they keep in mind the 
correlative object of securing and render- 
ing more effective the rights of private 
Members. I quite recognise the truth of 
what was said by the Colonial Secretary 
earlier in the debate that those two 
objects are not necessarily incompatible, 
and that in the last resort, private Mem- 
bers always have a remedy in their 
hands against any encroachment 
on the part of the Executive. What 
I want to point out is that any Rule or 
any changes in the Rules to which the 
House now assents, are changes which will 
ativct the rights of private Members quite 
as much as they affect the rights of the 
Government, and it by no means follows 
that changes in these Rules which will 
have the effect of rendering the rights of 
the Government more effective, will, if 
applied to the rights of private Members 
render them also more _ effective. 
The rights and duties of the Govern- 
ment and private Members are distinct. 
The duty of the Government is partly to 
administer and partly to legislate. The 
duty of the private Member is not to 


administer at all, and his legislative duties | 
the present position ! 


are of a totally different character. 


The legislation of the Government 
must be largely of a _ controversial 
character. The Government stands for 
great contested principles which have 
been fought out in the country, and 
which the Government has been returned 
to carry through. That is not the case 
with any private Members Bill. The 
main function of a private Member 
is, in the first place, to pass, if he 
can, with the general assent of the 
House, non - controversial, useful, and 
beneficial legislation which would be 
passed by the Government if they had 
time to take that legislation up. The 
second duty is to help to ripen public 
opinion upon controversial measures, but 
not necessarily to force such measures 
through, even in the teeth of a determined 
minority which may have deep and con- 
scientious objections to them. There is 
no public object served by doing; so, 
because if the feeling of the country 
can be honestly said to be represented by 
the feeling of the majority in this House, 
it is the duty of the Government to take 
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such legislation up, and they always have 
the power to carry it through. I do not 
want to discuss this question from a party 
standpoint, because the powers of private 
Members is a matter in which all hon, 
Members are concerned. I submit to the 
House that the present position is this: 
That private Members have practically 
no control of the time of the House 
which is supposed to belong to them. 
The time which is allotted to private 
Members is entirely subject to the 
accident of the ballot, and we all know 
that year after year private Members’ 
legislation of a tremendously controversial 
character, which is bound to be sternly and 
bitterly opposed, occupies the whole time 
of the House and there are not many 
Wednesdays at the disposal of private 
Members. The practical result is that it is 
impossible for a private Member to carry 
those apparently uncontroversial ‘measures 
which the country would very much 
like to see passed into law. 

[ desire to ask the house, and especially 
the Government, to consider what will be 
the effect from this point of view of the 
Amendment of two of our rules, one with 
regard to the change from Wednesday to 
Friday, and the other with regard to the 
automatic arrangement for referring 
Bills to the Grand Committee. What is 
We come down 
here on Wednesday afternoon, and find 
under discussion one of those great con- 
troversial measures of which I speak, a 
controversial measure which may involve 
a vast constitutional change in the funda- 
mental relations between Chureh and 
State. Itis brought forward in a thin 
House. I remember last Wednesday up 
to half-past three o'clock, there were, I 
think, not more than 50 members 
present in the House at anytime. There 
was no Member present on the Govern- 
ment Bench to give any light and leading 
to the House, and the result was 
that the closure was moved at an 
hour when no one will pretend that 
it would have been moved if the 
measure had been taken charge of and 
introduced by a Government. Not 
even the heartiest supporter of the Bill 
then under consideration supposes that, 
if it had been taken charge of by a 
Liberal or a Conservative Government it 
would not be regarded as an outrage, that 
the closure should be moved after five 
hours debate, and that the discussion 
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should come to an end. The whole 
House is interested in seeing that those 
measures of a controversial character 
should be properly discussed. What 
would be the effect of those new Rules 
proposed by the Government? It is 
manifest that if we had Friday instead 
of Wednesday for private Members’ legis- 


lation there will be found fewer present. 


than on Wednesday. Now, I take the 
question of the automatic reference to 
Grand Committees. I do not discuss 
this matter in reference to Government 
Bills, although I think a great question 
arises even in regard to these. I think it 
is open to grave question whether it is 
possible adequately to discuss the merits 
of a Bill, and the question whether it is 
proper to refer Bills to this or that 
Committee in one and the same debate. 
We admit that we have only five hours at 
most to discuss controversial legislation 
of that kind, and we have perhaps only 
two hours and a half during which there 
is any attendance of Members here to 
listen to the arguments on either side. 
I put it to the House, is it not ridiculous 
to give extra facilities to private Members 
in order to pass controversial legislation, 
unless we accompany them by a revision 
of the Rule in regard to the closure, and 
also accept the proposal of thehon. Member 
for King’s Lynn that we should alter the 
tule as to the number of Members who 
must be present in order to form a 
quorum. It is perfectly possible to devise 
some alternative method by which private 
Members would obtain greater control 
of the time which is supposed to be 
at their disposal than at present 
One alternative was suggested by the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Forest of Dean, namely, that instead of 
leaving it to the private Members we 
should relegate the Bills to some im- 
partial Committee of Selection, consisting 
of Members from both sides of the House, 
who would exercise their own discretion 
in determining their order of precedence. 
There are, however, grave objections to 
that course, and private Members might 
not be willing to surrender to such a 
Committee the limited powers they have 
at present. There is another suggestion 
which has been made to me by the 
hon. Member for Oldham. He pointed 


out that it is perfectly possible to adopt 
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a remedy of this kind; at the beginning 
of the session you should print in order 
on the Notice Paper all the Bills intro- 
duced by private Members. That list 
should be forwarded to every Member of 
the House, and each Member should 
have ten, fifteen, or twenty votes, or 
any number you like to fix upon, to give 
away to this or that Bill for which he is 
in favour. He would place his votes 
opposite the Bills on the Notice Paper— 
not a cumulative vote, but one for 
sach particular meysure—and the result 
would be that we would be able to 
assign precedence on Wednesdays to the 
Bills which had received the majority of 
votes from Members. It cannot be 
denied that the result would reflect 
far more accurately than the ballot 
at present, the collective judgment 
of the House. I am a young Member, 
but I am quite as much interested 
as anyone in mailitaining the honour 
of and respect of the country for 
this House, and what is important, in 
my view, is that this proposal, if carried 
out, would do far more than anything 
else, more than any restrictions you can 
suggest, to diminish) the temptations to 
obstruction Speaking on my own part 
and also on the part of other Members of 
the House, I will only say that although 
we are perfectly jrepared to give 
facilities to the Government for more 
effectively carrying o\it their duties of 
administration and legislation, with the 
all important reservation that these 
facilities do not involye any diminution 
in the power of effective supervision over 
the Executive, we are not prepared rashly 
to give our assent to facilities which 
would increase the present evil of giving 
precedence to controversial measures, 
introduced by private, Members, which 
have no chance of passing and which 
only make it absolutely impossible to 
pass uncontroversial measures of great 
value that the country may be exceedingly 
desirous of seeing passed, 


*(9.40.) Mr. BLAKE) (Longford, 8.) 
said he sympathised very much with 
some of the cautious doubts which the 
noble Lord expressed with regard to a 
number of these proposals, and with 
2D 
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some of his criticisms, more or less out- 
spoken, he agreed. But did not think the 
noble Lord was quite so happy in framing 
his constructive proposals. The function 
of unofficial Members in proposing Bills 
was twofold, as he understood it ; first 
of all, there were those measures which 
the country clearly desired and which 
had become practically non-controversial 
because sustained by a large and 
settled majority ; though he had always 
thought they ought to be taken up by 
the Government when they reached that 
stage. And, secondly, there was the no 
less important business of educating the 
House itself as well as the country in 
opinion upon measures which the minor- 
ity might think all-important, but as to 
which opinion required to be developedand 
constructed here. But the noble Lord’s 
constructive proposals would practically 
rule this latter class out altogether. 


Eart PERCY explained that what he 
said was that it was the duty of the 
private Member not necessarily to pass 
measures, but to ripen public opinion on 
them. 


*Mr. BLAKE: Would the noble Lord 
say how many chances the Irish Members 
would obtain of discussing legislative 
questions which they believe to be abso- 
lutely vital to the prosperity of their part 
of the United Kingdom if the plan he 
described were adopted ? 


Eart PERCY: How many chances 
did the Irish members obtain in the 
ballot this session ? 


*Mr. BLAKE replied that they had 
been unlucky this session. There had 
been many sessions, however, in which they 
weremorelucky. They preferredratherto 
trust the blind fortunes of fate than the 
tender mercies of the present majority. 
Many hon. Men:bers had stated the points 
of view from which they approached this 
question. Might he be allowed to hazard a 
personal noteas tohisown ? It was four 
and thirty years since he assisted, 4,000 
miles away, in the creation of two dis- 
tinct legislatures in a British Dominion, 
each based on the model of this Parlia- 
ment. He had something to do with 
drafting the Rules under which both 
were to operate, and afterwards with 


Mr. Blake. 
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the working of those Rules. Where 
did they look for guidance? They 


looked to this Imperial Parliament, with 
its long record, for the foundation 
principles on which they worked their 
legislatures. They saw the liberties this 
Parliament gave. They saw its serupu- 
lous regard for freedom of debate, for 
fulness of discussion, for supervision 
of the Executive, for popular control, and 
for the ample deliberation which was the 
condition of safe and orderly advance. 
They based their rules on those of this 
Parliament, and founded their liberties on 
the system at that time enjoyed here, 
which thank God, though since surren- 
dered here, they still enjoyed today. 
Their Rules had stood much strain, and 
what some might call abuse. He remem- 
bered, for instance, a case in the House of 
Commons of Canada. ‘They commenceda 
debate at 3 o’clock on Thursday afternoon, 
and he closed it at 10 minutes to 12 on 
Saturday night. That was, of course, an 
exceptional occasion ; it was recognised 
as such by the Government ; no proposal 
was made to change the Rules ; and those 
Rules were working more satisfactorily 
and easily today than at any former time. 
The point of view from which he looked 
at this question was such as would 
naturally be engendered in the mind ofa 
man the most of whose life had been 
passed in the survey of the operation of 
the Rules as they then stood ; in the mind 
of a man, who incurably optimistic if you 


“like, still believed in the efficiency and 


regeneration of this Parliament, and still 
believed in its power, when regenerated, 
to do justice to the country, one of whose 
constituencies he was there to represent. 
But in the mind of a man who at the 
same time believed that the chances both 
for it, for this island, for the Empire at 
large, and for the world, must depend stil 
on the preservation of those great princi 
ples to which he had alluded, and on the 
sacred observance of those securities to 
which he had referred, who believed 
in the necessity of undergoing much 
temporary inconvenience, much delay 
and difficulty, rather than in giving way 
to suggestions such as those against 
whichthey were now contending. The one 
claim which alone could justify proposals 
such as had been made, must be that 
they were absolutely necessary to secure 
| the efficiency of the conduct of public 
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business. He quite admitted that they 
might incidentally—to the extent to 
which could be reconciled with greater 
efficiency in the conduct of public busi- 
ness—they might incidentally consider the 
ease and comfort of the Members of the 
House, but that was entirely a subordinate 
consideration. It was not for ease, or 
comfort, or pleasure, or attractions, that 
they asked to be sent there. What they 
were supposed to come there for was to 
do their duty to their constituents and 
to the country at large. 


He had read the speech which the 
First Lord of the Treasury made before 
the opening of Parliament, in which that 
right hon. Gentleman pointed out in that 
wonderfully attractive and admirable 
manner of his, how important a thing it 
was, in his opinion, that a Member should 
know when he could dine and where he 
might be able to dine, and at what hour he 
should come down there when required for 
a division. When the right hon. Gentle- 
man put these as main objects so promi- 
nently before the country, he confessed he 
had not much hope for the regeneration of 
the House of Commons through the 
medium of Rules proposed in such a 


spirit. The object and effect of these 
Rules would be to diminish through a 


large portion of the sitting the attend- 
ance of Members, which was already 
quite too scanty. He thought it was a 
scandal and a disgrace that the debates 
were conducted in this House with the 
scant attendance which generally pre- 
vailed. The noble Lord, the Member for 
South Kensington, had just referred to the 
smallness of the number of Members that 
were in the House the other day. Why was 
the attendance small? It was because of 
the time-table arrangement. It was 
because Members knew the division 
would take place ata certain time between 
half-past four and half-past five, and 
they would not come till they were 
wanted for the division. Their minds 
were made up, and not even on so moving 
a subject as that of the Deceased W ife’s 
Sister Bill, which was discussed last Wed- 
nesday, were they tempted to come there 
earlier. Still it was quite obvious, at any 
rate, that however deceased the wife might 
be the sister was still very much alive. 
She had been wandering about the benches 
all through this debate. "He contended that 


this new proposal was a distinct diminution 
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of such efficiency as might remain, and of 
such respectability as might remain in the 
ordinary course of the proceedings of this 
Parliament, so far as the attendance of 
Members went. The long practical ad- 
journment, the period during which they 
released Members—for too many of them 
the be all and end all was the division 
bell—that long period of release from 7 
o'clock to 10 o’clock—that period of 
non-attendance—that break of continuity 
in the debate was in itself a very 
serious diminution of efficiency in the 
conduct of a long and serious discus- 
sion. It was serious if there was to 
be a resumption after three hours, and 
still more serious if the debate was to go 
over after occupying half a day to another 
day. Therefore, he maintained that 
efficiency and business conduct and com- 
pleteness of debate were best secured by 
the debate continuing for the longest 
possible time without interruption. And, 
again, the chances of a good attendance in 
the evening part of the session were 
diminished by the proposed long ad- 
journment from 7.15 to 10 o’clock. These 
chances were diminished even on Govern- 
ment days, and still more diminished 
on private Members’ days. Many 
men would not return at all, others 
not till midnight to vote. Therefore, 
he repeated these proposals would not 
tend to improve the efficiency of 
Parliament. Then, there were to be four 
heavy consecutive working days, without 
the relief of early rising on Wednesday, 
from the ordinary run and grind of the 
machine. That relief was to hardworking 
men a great boon, and enabled them to 
persist in their work. Its loss would be 
felt severely towards the end of a 
long and tiring session. The result 
would be that even Thursday would 
be marred, while the unofficial day 
allotted to the private Members on Friday 
would be practically ruined. Consider 
how this was going to affect the unofficial 
Member’s measures. Of course the 
Members who did not make week-end 
visits on Friday might make a House for 
the discussion of either class of Bills of 
which he had spoken, especially if there 
was an Irish Bill; but, ordinarily, there 
would be much greater difficulty in 
finding a House for the discussion of 
controversial Bills, or even to stamp 
legislation as ripe for being put upon 
the Statute Book by the private Member. 
That was to be achieved only by a 
2D 


754 








755 New Procedure 


great majority in a full House, and 
that full House they would not have ; 
and so in that respect the chance of 
private Members would be vitally dim- 
inished. Now the Government also was 
taking much more of the effective time 
of the House than it did even before. He 
would not dwell upon thatat that hour with 
more than one out of many illustrations 
He would take the case of private Bills. 
At present, by a most unfortunate 
arrangement which ought to be changed, 
private Bills come on at any time. Those 
who felt interested, and those who had— 
the word has been used and he supposed 
he might use it there—personal interests 
in, say, railway Bills, considered such 
things, as the chance of a favourable 
House at present, and often took a 
Government day. What was going to 
happen in fdture? They no_ longer 
could feed upon these rich pastures 
of Government days, because the Chair- 
man of the House was to fix the time 
when they were to come on. Of course 
he would never fix a Government day, so 
there would be further large encroach- 
ment upon the time given to private 
Members. Again, they would be sub- 
jected to an increased extent to the 
uncertainty to which the First Lord of the 
Treasury alluded as destructive of 
ordinary business. 

Now, what were the remedies? If they 
were to have a minute arrangement 
of times and seasons, they should not 
begin by wasting half an hour. They 
all knew that the twenty-five minutes 
allotted to private business was, for the 
most part of the session, wasted. They 
came down there—not the Front 
Benches, who do not need to pray—but 
the other members, who still felt the 
necessity of supplication, came there at 
3 o'clock, and they knew that they 
had half an hour to waste, because, as 
a rule, there was not more than five 
minutes work done. Now, in the 
businesslike legislature in which he 
had sat so long, they provided a time 
within which practically unopposed 
opposed business should come on, and 
when it appeared that there was no 
more business, then the next business 
on the Paper was gone on with at once. 
They only made a maximum of time for 


private business, and to that plan there | 
| —those of general importance—including 
| some which on the surface might be 


was only one objection—namely, that 


some one or two of the gentlemen of 
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the Front Bench would have to come 
here on the probability of being called 
on in five or ten minutes, instead of at 
the end of half an hour. Therefore, he 
contended that they should, if they were 
to meet at 2, make it an effective 2 
o'clock, giving the half hour as a maxi- 
mum, but the moment the private Bills 
were ended, going on with the business 
of the House. Then, nstead of allowing 
opposed private Bills, which as at 
present were to be scattered at the 
sweet will of promoters, all over the rest 
of the week, let the House do, as the 
Legislature to which he referred had 
done, fix one day upon which they 
would be first order. No doubt that 
must be on a private Members’ day, but 
he thought they ought to allot one day 
for priority for opposed private Bills, 
and. let the Bills be discussed upon that 
day. Now, he came to the point of 
questions again, not on the question of 
time, but of the efficiency of this Parlia- 
ment, which was at stake. 

He had been talking about legislative 
work, but a great part of their duty 
was that of the grand inquest of the 
nation. Part of that was the supervi- 
sion, of course, of public affairs and the 
informing themselves and their con- 
stituents what was the course of affairs of 
public interest, and he held that the right 
to uestion was all the more important to- 
dayasalltheotheravenueswhichthe House 
used to possess through which they could 
enter upon the discussion of these ques- 
tions, have one by one been closed. That 
was the chief reason why more Questions 
were put and why they were more neces- 
sary. Now questions were of two kinds; 
there was the local and parish question 
which, absolutely not merely in its ap 
parent nature but in its essence of simply 
local interest, raised no question of 
principle whatever. That was a kind 
of question which ought to be generally 
disposed of by communication, with the 
Department, and should not come before 
the House. When it did come before 
the House, he agreed with the First 
Lord of the Treasury that the better 
way of dealing with it, even ifit were 
starred, might often be by a_ printed 
answer in the Order Paper. But when 
they came to the other class of questions 
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local and parish, but which yet raised 
some general question of principle—for 
they might have in these the kernel of 
a question of fundamental and vital im- 
portance, and still more when they 
came to those questions which were on 
the surface as well as essence, of broad, 
general importance—the Imperial ques- 
tions of peace or war, of great misfortune 
or of joy—-whenthey came to those 
questions affecting conduct in great 
concerns of the administration, he main- 
tained that the suggestion of limiting 
supplementary questions to one to be 
asked only by the mover of.the Question 
was 2 suggestion of the most pernicious 
nature. ‘The object was to obtain infor- 
mation and the question was frequently 
directed to a reluctant Minister who did 
not want to tell, and if they allowed 
the Ministry now to persuade them 


that they had no right to compel 
full and free answers to questions 


across the floor of the House, subject 
alone to the ruling of the Chair as to 
their relevancy, they would pass the 


worst kind of law imaginable—a law 
which encouraged evasion, which 


facilitated evasion. He remembered a 
Minister now occupying a distinguished 
nosition elsewhere, who used to pride him- 
self upon the smartness with which he 
answered questions. Now he 
superior that he was rather intolerable, 
and, indeed, without the supplementals 
there would have been no bearing him at 
all. li they further limited supplementary 
questions, they would destroy the efficacy 
of questions altogether, and that was 
the most vicious part of the Rule. 
He would say only one word as to 


was so 


the distribution of the time for 
Questions, namely that it seemed to 
him the most absolutely ridiculous 


and absurd proposal that he ever heard, 
and he did not believe it would ever 
pass, even in this House. 

Now as to the Motion for adjourn- 
ment, the proposal with regard to 
that he must say seemed to be almost 
equally ridiculous. Their right was a 
very limited right—it was one which 
had for its foundation the proposal 
that the question was definite, that it 
was of public importance, and that it was 
urgent. Unless that was the view taken, 
they could not move the adjournment, 
and when that was the view, and was 
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assented to as the view, the next thing 
said was that this imminently urgent 
Question must not be brought forward, 
but, forsooth, postponed to a more con- 
venient season. Having but just agreed 
that it should come on, they were bound 
to put it off. And till when? It was 
needless to enlarge. 

As to the proposals with reference to 
maintaining order, he quite admitted that 
it was impossible for a man, whatever his 
views, not to admit that a primary duty 
of a legislative body was to secure the 
maintenance of order within the Chamber ; 
and he also admitted that, according to 
their system, it was essential that the 
authority, and judgments, and ruling of 
the Chair should be obeyed freely and with- 
out hesitation. He had, it was true, an 
opinion with reference to the method of 
reviewing its decisions, because, sincere as 
his respect for the Speaker was, he did not 
believe that he was infallible, he believed 
that, like other sons of men, at any rate he 
might err,and therefore he thought there 
should be an easier machinery than the 
present unworkable machinery for review- 
ing such decisions given in cases of 
emergency. But while the decision stood 
unreviewed it must be obeyed. But what 
were they preposing to do in their zeal 
for securing respect for, and obedience 
to the Chair, on the part of Members 
of Parliament? They must not al- 
together forget the people whom they 
represented, andif they proposed, as they 
were now proposing to punish, by gravely 
prolonging the term of absence from 
that Assembly of the Member who had 
disregarded the authority of the Chair, he 
must point out that they did not know 
precisely what that phrase meant. He had 
heard Mr. Speaker rebuke hon. Members 
who did not at once resume—quite inad- 
vertently he was sure—their seats when 
he arose, and that, although not a 
great offence, was a disregard of the 
authority of the Chair so long as it 
lasted. They did not know what might 
involve suspension. Again, during the 
time that they, se to speak, wished to 
punish a Member, it might be that they 
did not punish him at all. That was not 
so happy a place that he lost all the joys 
of life away from it, and those whom 
they punished were the constituents. He 
was not saying that might not be a 
defensible punishment of the Member 
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within narrow measure, but he did 
say that, extended largely, it became 
a most serious invasion of the right 
of the constituency. If they expelled 
a Member, then, at any raie, they did not 
disfranchise his constituency. They 
gave a more severe punishment to the 
offender, but they gave the  con- 
stituency a right to send another man 
to take his place. But by that rule they 
prevented a man for long periods, and 
even indefinitely from discharging his 
duty to his constituents and thus 
disfranchised the constituency by not 
providing for a new ‘return. He 
thought any such punishment as that was 
not proper even for forcible resistance 
to the Chair. He did not say that other 
offences to the Chair ought not to be 
punished, but there were degrees, yet 
there was no sufficiently substantial 
distinction here. However slight the 
offence, or however grave, the same axe 
strikes the same blow with the same 
results. Now, forcible resistance was 
the last extremity. He was a sufficient 
admirer of the present settlement of the 
Throne to believe in the right of revolu- 
tion and of resistance, upon which that 
settlement reposed. But such resistance 
was justifiable only under the most 
extreme conditions. And a resort to 
resistance in that House was an indication 
that, in the minds of some, an analogous 


state of things had arisen there. There 
might, however, be degrees, even in 


resistance; there might be a determination 
on the part of an hon. Member to resist 
in one sense, to require technical deporta- 
tion by force, such as was evidenced by 
the hand of the Sergeant-of-Arms upon 
his shoulder. There was nothing incon- 
sistent with the dignity of the House 


of Commons in that. It was quite 
a different thing from a_ struggle 


on the floor of the House. And 
yet they had altogether one punish- 
ment without any modification what- 
ever for offences of entirely different 
degrees. Now they added to all that the 
requirement of an expression of sincere 
regret. Now, when a gentleman com- 
mitted any act which upon full reflection 


he saw he ought not to have com- 
mitted, he was not humiliated by 
apology and regret. He was humil- 
iated as long as he did not express 


apology and regret. But the grace and 
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virtue of that act depended upon his own 
voluntary recognition of the condition. 
But there might be some extreme 
condition of things which tempted, 
which in the mind of the Member even 
deinanded, a demonstration of hostil- 
ity to the course pursued. They might 
regret it. They might have a right to 
punishit. But if done deliberately, punish 
it as severely as they pleased, but let 
them not add to the punishment the 
condition that there must also be an ex- 
pression of regret. Men would pursue 
different courses. Some would refuse. 
Some would resign. Perhaps then 
they would be refused the Chiltern 
Hundreds. Would they tell a Member 
turned out of doors that he could not 
obtain permission to resign, that his 
people were to be disfranchised for his 
sin? Surely not. Some might resign, 
and in that connection he mig!it remark 
that there were no 80 men picked out 
of any other party in this House to 
whom an appeal to the consti 
tuencies would cause so little fear, as 
to the whole mass of the Irish party. 
British parties might rise or fall; 
majorities might be turned into minoti- 
ties, and minorities into majorities; 
division and dissension, hopes dulled and 
chilled might even mar to some extent 
the progress of the Irish cause ; but ever 
since they gave the people the franchise 
at large there had been practically one 
return from Ireland—a return of from 
80 to 85 Nationalist Members in sup 
port of one set principle, and Ireland 
furnished an example of steadfastness, 
persistence, and tenacity to the majority 
opposite which he felt sure they would 
be very glad to see their people emulate. 
That proposal had no terror for them. 
But supposing some great public 
necessity demanded the attendance of 
a Member who had been punished 
and had worked out his sentence, but 
was told “You cannot return until 
you express your sincere regret,” 
supposing he saw some grave crisis 
coming in the history of his country, 
what was he to do under these circum- 
stances? He believed that men would 
think it their duty to show that such 
proposals under those conditions were not 
effective, and would give an expression 
of form of sincere regret which the 
House would know as well as they 
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knew, and as the world would know, 
was a strained expression with nothing 
of reality or substance in it. It would 
not be the first time in such grave 
circumstances that legislation, as well as 
Standing Orders, would have produced 
that abortive result. Had they for- 
gotten the time of the Test Acts? 
Had they not blasphemously applied 
the test of the most sacred mystery 
of the Church and_ insisted on 
Communion in the Established Church 
as the test for the obtaining of public 
office? Had they forgotten that thousands 
of godly Nonconformists took even that 
Test, and took the Communion, and 
obtained the title to their civic rights 
until at last the House became ashamed 
of the law and felt compelled to repeal 
it? He believed one or other of those 
courses would be resorted to, and the 
expression of regret would be a useless, 
but still humiliating appendage to the 
punishment inflicted undor the Rule. 
The real evil was not touched nor the 
true remedy provided by the proposals of 
the Government. The House of Com- 
mons was not equal to its work. Even 
if, instead of havingas last year theshortest 
sessions and the longest holidays known, 
the Government seriously recognised the 
necessity for {longer sessions, shorter 
holidays, and a more diligent application 
to duty, the House would still be unequal 
toits task. The First Lord of the Treasury 
had admitted that Parliament was re- 
duced to such a condition that no great 
Bill could now jbe passed through the 
House of Commons, that it must be taken 
piecemeal, a fraction now, and another 
fraction at some future date, with all the 
awkward joinings and imperfections due 
to the absence of a comprehensive survey 
of the whole subject. No more complete 
acknowledgment of importance could be 
made. The only effectual remedy for the 
real evil was to devolve upon those more 
immediately affected, who knew best 
what was in their interest, and who would 
most suffer or profit by the legislation 
and administration, the duty of dealing 
with their own local concerns. The 
House of Commons would then be free 
to deal with those Imper al matters and 
those great common measures which 
now received such scant and inadequate 
attention. Again, by such proposals as 
those under consideration, Ministers 
would be made the masters instead of 
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the servants of the House. It was 
absurd to say, as the Colonial Secretary 
had said, that Ministers could be turned 
out. That was the last resort of a 
reluctant majority, and would never be 
carried into effect unless the majority had 
absolutely lost confidence in the Govern- 
ment, and decided that it was better to 
hand over control to their adversaries. 
The suggestion was not only illusory, but 


arrogant. Its tone was arrogant, its 
terms were arrogant, and i was a 


suggestion which, it he had been a follower 
of the right hon. Gentleman, he would 
have deeply resented. What the support- 
ers of the Government had a right to 
demand was that Ministers should listen 
respectfully to their suggestions, that 
they should have an opportunity while 
things were yet in the making, before 
irrevocable decisions had been pronounced, 
before the battle was waged, of influencing 
the mind of the Government and the course 
of public affairs, and that their support of 
the Government should not divest them of 
their right to examine into the acts and 
conduct of the administration and into 
their legislative proposals, not only with 
friendly interest, but with frankness, 
freedom, sincerity, and zeal. But by 
these proposals the Ministers would be 
made the masters, and Members would be 
tempted to intensify the present scandal 
arising from their absence and consequent 
laxity in the discharge of their public 
duty. The new Rules would therefore 
degrade the House of Commons, diminish 
its efficiency, and make that which 
already was bad very much worse. The 
day would come when the _ present 
majority would no longer control the 
legislation of the country, when other 
taskmasters would sit on the Treasury 
Bench, and then hon. Members would 
sigh and mourn because of their 
action! at this time when they. still 
had an opportunity of controlling the 
affairs of the House. Let them not be 
too confident of the continuance of their 
majority of 140, or, indeed, of any 
majority at all, but let them act—as every 
Member of the House in a matter of this 
kind and, as far as possible, in all public 
affairs, ought to act—on a broad and 
comprehensive view, looking at the 
changes and chances of political life and 
fortune, and determined to dispose of the 
question in such a way as would work to 


the best advantage for the country and 








763 New Procedure 


for all time, no matter which Party was 
in power or which Party was in 
opposition. 


(10.24). Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : 
The First Lord of the Treasury must be 
gratified that his appeal to the House to 
discuss these Rules in a non-partisan spirit 
has been, on the whole, so well responded 
to. It is a long time since the House 
spent so many hours in the Palace of 
Truth. We have heard many criticisms 
from hon. gentlemen opposite, which 
showed that to them, at any rate, this 
was by no means a Party question, and I 
shall not be far wrong in saying that 
their criticism has been more trenchant 
than that which has proceeded from the 
Benches behind me. I shall endeavour 
not to enter into any partisan contro- 
versies, and, to show my sincerity in 
making that statement, will begin by 
frankly acknowledging that there is con- 
siderable merit in these Rules. It is a 
considerable merit that we are to have 
the power of appointing a Deputy 
Speaker and Chairman. It is a con- 
siderable merit that we are to have a 
Committee of Privileges, although I hope 
that that will be supplemented by a 
provision that the Committee should 
report promptly. It isa great advantage 
that we are to dispense with some divi- 
sions which now are really superfluous. 
It is also an advantage that we are to 
have power to deal with questions re- 
lating to merely local and personal affairs 
otherwise than in this House. Lastly, I 
should like to acknowledge in the most 
cordial terms, the great service which 
the Ministry have rendered by proposirg 
a special Rule with regard to Consolida- 
tion Bills. There is nothing more 
important in our legislation, than that 
we should make progress with Consoli- 
dation Bills, and the plan proposed, 
while retaining all the powers of the 
House, will at the same time facilitate 
the progress of such measures. I hope 
that, having taken a step in that direc- 
tion, the Government will go on and 
consider whether the same principle 
might not be applied to other Bills also. 

Let me say at once that I think there 
is a very strong case for change. lam 
not one of those who believe that our 
present Rules are perfect and do not 
require alteration. There is hardly a 
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branch of our Standing Orders in which 
some improvement might not be made. 
I am glad, therefore, that the matter has 
been taken up, but it has been taken up 
in a very imperfect way. There are 
many points, some of them quite as 
important as those with which the 
Government propose to deal, passed 
over in silence. There is the question 
of the substitution of some system of 
choice for the system of chance by which 
the Motions and Bills of private Mem- 
bers are brought before the House, 
The present system involves constant 
waste of time on matters about which 
nobody cares, and gives us year after 
year a group of insignificant measures 
which take up time that otherwise 
might be devoted to the consideration 
of questions of importance. As ar 
back as 1887, I brought forward a sug- 
gestion on this subject, which had the 
support of many Members of weight, 
and | regret the Government have not 
taken the matter in hand, as it is very 
important. 

Then there is nothing in these Rules 
to prevent the gross abuse which has 
grown up, in the habit of putting down 
‘blocking’? Motions. I am disap 
pointed, because last session the right 
hon. Gentleman admitted the Rule had 
been abused, and there is no doubt that 
as long «s it remains that abuse will 
continue. Then there is the question 
of private Bill legislation. That in- 
volves a great deal of time and large 
pecuniary interests. Surely the Govern- 
ment should have made some attempt 
to deal with that matter. Then we come 
to proceedings in Committee. There 
is no way by which more time is lost 
in the House tham by the discussion 
of trivial or frivolous Amendments in 
Committee. There is nothing more im- 
portant than, if possible, to grapple with 
the question of dealing with Amendments 
in Committee. We have a Rule which 
does to some extent, but no one can con- 
tend that that Rule is satisfactory. 1 am 
persuaded that a Committee would have 
been able to draw up for us some scheme 
by which the really important Amend- 
ments would be secured, and the frivolous 
and trivial Amendments cut out. I am 
sure that nothing would do more to 
quicken our proceedings, save time, and 
check obstruction. Connected with tha 
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point there is the question of shorter 
speeches. On this point I cannot agree 
with my right hon. friend the Member 
for West Monmouthshire. I think that, 
at any rate in Committee, there is a case 
for considering whether there should not 
be a time limit for speeches. Doubtless 
there would be difficulties in applying 
the principle in the House. In foreign 
Parliaments there is a Rule that speeches 
in Committee may be limited by a Resolu- 
tion of the House, and the evidence is 
that the debates are extremely useful, 
very practical, and contain all that is 
important. 

Then there is the comparatively small, 
but not unimportant, question of the treat. 
ment of Motions which, under the Rules 
of the House, may be brought on after 
midnight. That question will become 
more important if the Government intro- 
duce, as they indicated last year they 
would, a provision for laying schemes 
under the Edueation Act on the Table 
of the House. If the provision is to be 
of real use, those schemes must be 
properly discussed, and they cannot be 
properly discussed in the small hours of 
the morning. J think the new Rules 
ought to make some provision by which 
the power nomina'ly given to the House 
of dealing with these schemes would be 
made a real'ty. 

The reason I enumerate these points 
is toshow that if we had had a Committee 
to consider this question they would 
have se'ected those matters which to 
them appeared to be ripe for, and 
capable of, treatment. Such a Committee 
would have had the advantage of hearing 
the evidence of Members of the House 
who had considered the matter, and in 
that way, through the report of the 
Committee, the House would have been 
in possession of a great body of material 
which would not only have considerably 
he ped Members, but also have greatly 
abbreviated the debate. I therefore 
have no doubt as to my duty to support 
the Amendment of my right hon. friend. 

I come now to two or three points in 
regard to which I think the proposals of 
the Government are open to criticism. I 
will not say anything about questions ; 
that has already been fully discussed. 
The proposal of the Government seems to 
be riddled with shot, and I hardly think 
they will persist in a scheme which pro- 
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poses to divide questions into three 
groups to be taken at different times in 
the day. 

With regard to the question of sitting 
earlier, we are in adilemma. One of two 
things must happen. Either business 
and professional men who are occupied in 
important affairs, men very largely of 
ability and experience, will attend here at 
half-past two or they will fail to do so. 
If they fail to attend we shall lose the 
benefit of the presence of many of our 
most useful Members, who are able from 
their knowledge to make useful contribu- 
tions to our debates. If, on the other 
hand, they feel that a man cannot be a 
proper Member of the House unless he 
attends at the beginning of Government 
business, they will cease to be Members 
of the House, or, what comes to the same 
thing, other men of that class will not 
come in, and we shall be deprived of 
what has hitherto been an extremely 
valuable element in the composition of 
this House. Of these two alternatives, | 
believe the former is the more likely to 
happen. In all probability business men 
and lawyers will sacrifice the House, 
where the importance of their presence is 
usually more or less uncertain, to their 
business, which will certainly require 
their presence. The result will be that 
we should not have the attendance of this 
class of Members until four or half-past 
four o'clock. For the first hour and a 
half of our debates the attendance will 
be comparatively thin, and this important 
class of, Members will be unable e:ther to 
speak or to pass judgment on the argu- 
ments addressed to the House. The 
result of that will be largely to destroy 
the interest in the earlier part of the 
proceedings, and it will prevent divisions 
being taken until late in the sitting. 
There is always a disposition, where a 
division is at all doubtful, or where it is 
thought important that each side should 
muster its full force, to put off the divi- 
sion and allow speeches to go on 
until the Whips can bring up their 
men. If that cannot be done until 
half-past four or five o’clock, there will 
clearly bea tendency to throw off until that 
hour a division which, so far as argu- 
ment goes, might well have been taken 
at three or half-past. The Government, 
therefore, will not save the time they 
expect to save. Then it is a feature of 
scheme that we are to have two fixed 
periods, at 7.15 and midnight, when 
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business is automatically interrupted.. 
The tendency of a fixed period is to pro- 
duce obstruction, because Members think 
they can work up to that fixed point 
We are anxious that obstruction should 
be put down and our time turned to the 
bestaccount. Ithink that the right hon. 
Gentleman will admit that when there 
is a fixed period the tendency is for the 
divisionto be taken near that point. 
It is felt to be hardly worth while to 
begin a new branch of the subject if 
there is only half-an-hour or 45 miuutes 
to go. Thetime, therefore, is practically 
thrown away. If that be the case, it is 
not clear that, by having two fixed periods 
in the day, vou will practically lose more 
time—that is to say, the time spent in a 
discussion will be extended although the 
subject is really exhausted. 

Now I come to a question of private 
Members. There is a tendency to dis- 
parage private Members’ _ legislation. 
Many Members think it is unimportant. 
That is a new thing in the House. When 
I entered Parliament in 1880 many of 
the best and most useful Bills passed by 
the House, were introduced by private 
Members. They were not Bills which 
excited political conflict, out of which 
party capital could be made, but they 
dealt with comparatively small defects in 
the law, which the Government did not 
care to deal with, but of which the 
private Member happened to know, and 
thus they were remedied. In those days 
a private eMmber could hope to carry 
his Bill; there were opportunities of 
doing so. I have known a good many 
Bills to get their Second Reading on 
a Wednesday, and then be dealt with in 
in Committee in useful and _ practical 
debate between twelve and two o'clock 
in the morning, when nobody stayed 
except those interested. Itis a great loss 
to the country that private Members 
can no longer pass such Bills, and it isa 
great pity to lose the opportunity which 
these rules afford of endeavouring to 
restore to some extent the private Mem- 
ber’s chance of passing such legislation. 
People say, ‘‘Oh, but private Members 
waste so much of their time on frivilous 
Bills.” Why is that? Because of the 
ballot. The House has no means by 
which it can make any useful choice be- 
tween frivilous and important Bills. For 


that reason Bills come up year after year— 
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and occupy a good deal of time—which 
ought to be dealt with once for all. The 
noble Lord, the Member for South 
Kensington made an interesting «speech. 
We welcome speeches from new Members 
on these matters, because very often 
points in our procedure strike them more 
forcibly than they strike one who has be- 
come accustomed to it. The noble Lord 
commented on the short time given to 
the important Bill discussed last Wednes 
day, and the scanty attendance. But 
what was the reason? It was simply 
that that Bill has been constantly dis- 
cussed in this House for the last 40 
years, and those of ys who have been in 
the House for any length of time have 
heard the arguments over and over again. 
I recognise the importance of the measure 
but if our procedure had enabled us to 
deal with the Bill 20 years ago, we should 
have had it cleared out of the way, and 
our time would have been free for other 
matters. 


EarLt PERCY: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman suggest that that was a non- 
controversial Bill ? 


Mr. BRYCE: Far from it, but the 
reason of the scanty attendance and the 
closure being granted at five o'clock was 
that all the arguments had been heard 
over and over again. 


Eart PERCY: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman think that if the Bill had 
been introduced by a Government the 
closure would have been allowed after 
only five hours discussion ? 


Mr. BRYCE: I should think so ; cer- 
tainly, considering the number of times 
the subject has been before the House. 
That brings me to the opportunity which 
private Members will have under these 
Rules. The First Lord of the Treasury 
introduced his proposal by promising 
that private Members should be rather 
better off than they are at present. At 
any rate, he said they would not be worse 
off, because their time will not be taken 
bythe Government as it has hitherto been. 
But the time will be taken by private Bills. 
It is perfectly clear that private Bills will 
not be put down in Government time; 
therefore they must be put down in 
private Members’ time. I should have 
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thought that was the natural inference. 
At the same time, under the new Rules 
there will remain a tendency to throw a 
certain number of Bills into private 
Members’ time. There will be this 
tendency to put them _ into private 
Members’ time when Government busi- 
ness is urgent, as for instance, when 
winding up Supply at the close of the 
financial year; and one must remember 
that the check which has hitherto been 
placed on the prolixity of argument, 
knowing that Government business is 
waiting, will be removed. Hon. Members 
who are in the habit of speaking either 
for or against private Bills have always 
felt that they must not try the patience 
of the House too much when Govern- 
ment business is waiting, but when it is 
only a private Member’s Motion that 
check will no longer exist, and the dis- 
cussion on private Bills has been more 
frequent and longer during every session 
for the last five or six years. Under 
these circumstances, I confess that it seems 
to me to be a reasonable anticipation 
that a larger portion of private Members’ 
time will be taken by private Bills in the 
future. 

With regard to Motions for adjourn- 
ment, there will be very little scruple 
about moving such Motions, and I agree 
with the hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford that they may be made use 
of with the view of taking up private 
Members’ time. 1 am not sure that 
private Members will be anything like 
as well off as they are now. There is an 
old proverb that there is more than one 
way of killing a dog, and it will not 
make much difference whether the 
private Members’ Bill perishes in this way 
or the other. When we add to these the 
difficulty private Members will find in 
getting a House, we may be perfectly 
certain that the opportunities at any 
rate for Motions, and possibly for Bills also, 
will really be less than they are now, and 
private Members will cease to be a factor 
in the proceedings of this House. I am 
very sorry for that for this reason; we used 
to have on Wednesday afternoons ex- 
ceedingly practical debates on a great 
many subjects. I refer more particularly 
to Home Office and Board of Trade 
Bills dealing with commercial, industrial, 
and administrative questions. These 


Bills are very often brought in on the 
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There is not a large 
attendance on those days, but the attend- 
ance consists of hon. Members who are 
conversant with the matters under dis- 
cussion. They are practical debates, and 
one iearns a good deal from them ; and 
I have known votes turned by the 
speeches made in those debates. I have 
frequently found that upon the Bill 
which hon. Members have been quite 
doubtful about when they came down 
to the House, after listening to 
the discussion, they have been quite 
convinced and determined by the 
practical arguments used in a Wednes- 
day’s debate. I am afraid that this will 
cease to be the case if Wednesday is 
transferred to Friday. No doubt it 
would be an inestimable boon if we were 
able to get away by the 5.50 train on 
Fridays to a most unfashionable part of 
the country. I do not think, however, 
that this interest which people have in 
seeking the seclusion of the country 
should be allowed to prevent us from 
saying what we think the result will be 
upon the debates on private Members’ 
Bills. The hon. Members who have 
come hitherto and formed such a 
valuable jury, will cease to come here, 
for they will have gone away on 
Thursday evening or Friday morning 
on business or pleasure, and the result 
will be that we shall have an exceed- 
ingly small attendance. Therefore. I 
cannot help regretting in the public 
interest, that this change has been pro- 
posed, and if I could think that there 
was any hope of inducing the Govern- 
ment to continue the Wednesdays, and 
consult the convenience of the House 
by taking part of Friday for their own 
business, I should be tempted to suggest 
that course in the general interests of 
public business. 

I have only one more remark to make. 
It seems to me in the interesting inter- 
change of opinion that went on between 
the Colonial Secretary and my right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition, 
with regard to efficiency that the two 
parties were rather at cross purposes. 
What the Colonial Secretary meant by 
the efficiency of the House, is the 
capacity of the House primarily for 
turning out legislation. The Colonial 
Secretary looks upon the House as a 
machine for producing legislation, and, 
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prima facie, Government legislation. But 
the House is something more than a 
legislative body, for it is an Executive 
body as well. It exercises its Executive 
functions through the Cabinet. It stands 
almost alone in this respect, for the 
French Assembly hardly attempts to be 
a legislative body and the legislation is 
done mostly by Committees. . In the 
American Colonies, their Parliament 
does not attempt to be a legislative 
body. It has to control the exercise of 
Executive power, and it has to turn out 
legislation at the suggestion of the 
Government, but what my right hon. 
friend means to convey is that we must 
not, fur the sake of promptitude in turn- 
ing out legislation, sacrifice that no less 
important part of our efficiency which 
consists in keeping a watchful control 
upon the policy of the Executive by 
interrogation and criticism where we 
think their conduct should be criticised. 
That has been a vital part of our 
function always, but it is not recognised 
by the Colonial Secretary. The Colonial 
Secretary’s idea of our system of Govern- 
ment, as disclosed by his speech of last 
night, appears to be that the Cabinet is 
to exercise a sort of dictatorship, and 
the House of Commons is to be able to 
terminate that dictatorship whenever 
it pleases. Whether that system be 
good or bad, it is not according to the 
British Constitution. The British Con- 
stitution requires that the House of 
Commons should give constant criticism, 
and if the theory of the Colonial Secretary 
were correct it would be sufficient ii the 
House met once a month and gave a vote 
of confidence in the Government. and 
allowed them to go on. That is the 
danger of the doctrine of the Colonial 
Secretary, who ssid that he meant a 
majority of the House when he spoke cf 
the House. The House does not mean a 
majority but the House as a_ whole, 
because as we perfectly well know, the 
tendency of a majority always is to 
accelerate business and to give support to 
the Government for that purpose. There- 
fore it is necessary that the House should 
be recognised for the sake of the country 
which is more likely to find a voice 
through the minority than it will through 
the majority. 

What I complain of is the loss of what 
my right hon. friend calls the diffused 
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control of the House, and it is the loss of 
this constant criticism and oversight by 
these changes in our Rules which many 
of us fear: and I am bound to say in 
regard to the Rules as a whole, that 
although I see many points in which they 
contain valuable truths, I do think that 
there is a tendency to bring about a 
certain loss of interest on the part of a 
large number of hon. Members in the 
business of the House. Even now there 
are amongst hon. Members those who 
will tell you privately that they are dis- 
appointed with the House because they 
find that there is so little that a private 
member can do. I have known them 
very disappointed at finding how little 
they can make use of their attainments, 
and I have known men of great ability 
give up Parliamentary work because they 
have found that, after a few years in the 
House, they were spending their time to 
little or no purpose ‘That is one of the 
things which we ought to endeavour to 
avert, and we ought to make the House 
attractive to that class of men. WhenI 
look at the Rules as a whole, I am inclined 
to fear that the tendency will be for a 
large number of hon. Members to pay 
less attention to the business of the House, 
except when some keen political con- 
troversy is going on. Iam afraid that at 
other times the attendance will be more 
scanty. And yet, is it not in these times 
of warm political controversy that the 
best work of Parliayent is done? If the 
interest of hon. Members is slackened by 
making the House more agreeable to our 
easy-going hon. Members, a more copious 
legislative out put will be no compensation 
for rendering the House less attractive to 
those diligent and public-spirited of its 
Members, for even although ourlegislation 
may be more and passed more promptly, 
we shall have attained little by these 
Rules, and the labour we are now spend- 
ing upon them will have been spent in 
vain. 


rho 
42 


(10.59.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 
presume that the right hon. Gent’ eman 
who has just concluded his speech did 
not sum up the debate for the party 
of which he is a Member, because I 
noiced that there was a_ singular 
inconsistency between the view which 
he holds and the views expressed, 
for example, by the right hon. Member 
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for West Monmouthshire, whom I see 
in his place. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Aberdeen 
complained that the number of changes 
proposed by the Government was very 
inconsiderable, and he told us that there 
were many other reforms, which he 
proceeded to sketch out, and which we 
ought to have brought before the 
attention of the House. 


Mr. BRYCE: I suggested that they 
should be brought before the attention 
of a Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: But the 
right hon. Member for West Monmouth 
explained that even the modest pro- 
gramme for which we are responsible is 
one which wil take an indefinite time 
to pass—even the greater part of a 
session. The right hon. Gentleman 
proceeded to suggest that one of the 
most important changes we should 
adopt was that of excluding from 
consideration on the Committee stage of 
Bills all but the more important Amend- 
ments. 


Mr. BRYCE: Oh! No, no. I did 
not say that. I only said there was 
now considerable loss of time, and that 
there was opportunity for obstruction 
in the Committee stage owing to the 
possibility of multiplying trivial Amend- 
ments. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I put 
that sentiment in the right language. I 
certainly understood the right hon. 
Gentleman to say that we ought to have 
suggested a process by which the trivial 
could be winnowed from the important 
on the Committee stage of Bills, so that 
the opportunity for obstruction would be 
removed and, at thessame time, a chance 
given for the fuller discussion of the more 
important questions raised. But just 
conceive what would have been said by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Monmouth if the Government had come 
down with a proposal of that kind. Just 
ecnceive how he would have declaimed 
about the ancient privileges and rights of 
Parliament, the necessity of our discuss- 
ing measures before passing them, and 
the importance of free debate on all 
questions raised in the House. The right 
hon, Gentleman admitted that he took | 
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| an entirely different view from the right 
/hon. Gentleman the Member for Mon- 
mouth with regard to short speeches ; for, 
whereas the Member for Monmouth both 
by precept and examplejhas always been in 
favour of full discussion, the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down, toid us 
that he was a disciple.of my hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for the Chelms- 
ford Division, to whom I have occasionally 
had leanings, and that he wished to see 
short speeches adopted, ‘at all events, in 
certain stages of our proceedings. How- 
ever, it will be admitted by all who heard 
the right hon. Gentleman’s speech, that he 
was rather occnpied in developing his 
own scheme for reforming the Rules of 
the House than in criticising the scheme 
we have presented to the House. There- 
fore I may be permitted without offence 
to pass at once to what is, perhaps, more 
immediately germane to the division 
about to be taken. 

Nominally that division is 
the question that these Rules 
be referred to a 
but everybody who has listened to 
the debate must be as well aware 
as I am that no human being who 
has spoken on either side, cares one 
farthing for a Select Committee. No 
human being stpposes that, as regards 
the Rules we have presented, the House 
is not perfectly competent from its own 
knowledge to deal with them one way 
or the other, with approval or dis- 
approval, and | nothing would be 
gained, except delay, by the process 
recommended by the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition. The Leader of the Opposition 
professed to rely on precedent. I venture 
to tell him that precedent is against him. 
At all events, he| was a Member of the 
Government, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Monmouth was a 
Member of the Government, who intro- 
duced the greatest change ever introduced 
into our procedure|—the change of closur- 
ing debate. That was an interference 
with the liberty df debate. That was a 
great break in thé Parliamentary tradi- 
tions of the country, and I frankly admit 
that I opposed it) at the time on those 
grounds. It was « change which, in its 
character and spirit, was greater than 
any change proposed in these Rules, but 
it was proposed without any attempt to 
have it considered beforehand by a Com- 
mittee of the House. I happen to know 
that the right hon. Gentleman has looked 
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through Mr. Gladstone’s speech on that 
occasion, because he quoted largely from 
it in his own. [Cries of “No.”] Well, 
it was the Leader of the Irish Party who 
quoted it. At all events, anybody who 
is interested in the subject will see that 
what I say is absolutely correct. Mr. 
Gladstone, quite rightly I think, thought 
the House of Commons was _ perfectly 
capable of judging of that proposal by 
itself on its merits, without having it 
chewed over beforehand by a Select Com- 
mittee who could have added nothing to 
the knowledge of hon. Members, but 
would have only wasted a year of our 
time. 


I, therefore, do not trouble my head 
further about the Amendment, because 
it is not on the Amendment that the 
speeches have turned. It was on the 
merits of the Rules, and let us turn to 
them. Ido not think it would be either 
convenient or desirable that I should deal 
in very close detail with what has been 
said about the Rules. But before I come 
to the more important part of the case 
which has been made against the Govern- 
ment, I wish to say something about 
criticisms which have been directed to 
some of the Rules. The hon. Member 
who has devoted most time and energy 
to this discussion, is my hon. friend the 
Member for Kings Lynn. He has made 
a speech to-night of even more than his 
usual ability, and even less than his usual 
taste. I confess that his exordium rather 
perturbed me, because I thought from his 
opening sentences that he had discovered 
serious and unexpected defects and holes 
in the Rules which none of those who 
had given time to their framing and to 
their criticism had hitherto discovered. 
3ut I found that that part of my hon. 
friend’s speech was mere blank cartridge. 
What followed did not refer very much to 
the merits of the Rules. My hon. friend 
does not like any of them. Those that 
every one has agreed to dislike he dislikes, 
but those which every one has conspired 
to praise have not had the good fortune 
to meet with his approval. I will give 
the House ene specimen of the style and 
kind of his criticism, for I think it shows 
how out of touch that criticism is with 
the facts o Parliamentary life as they 
are presented to us every day. He dwelt 
at length on the quorum of the House 
in connexion with the proposed Rule 
which provides against the counting out 
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of the House before 10 o'clock. This he 
said was a perfectly shocking scandal, 
He said we would have a repetition of 
the scene which occurred—really my 
hon. friend traversed English history 
with so rapid a stride that I do not know 
in which reign he said the scene occurred, 
but I think it happened in the reign of 
Charles 1—when two Members of the 
House insisted upon holding down the 
Speaker,who wanted toadjournthe House. 
Really, the spectacle of my hon. friend 
and some colleague of, his holding down 
the Speaker or the Deputy Speaker is 
extremely comical. But is it relevant to 
any question that is likely to come 
before the House? My hon. friend is 
horrified at the idea of a debate going on 
without a quorum being present. What 
does ‘‘a quorum being present’ mean ? 
It means 40 Members, 38 of whom may 
be in the dining-rooms or the library or 
the lobby, while the remaining two are 
in the House—tho Member who is 
addressing the Chair, and the other who 
is listening, not because he wants to 
listen, but because he hopes to follow. 
That is the quorum without which 
debate cannot properly go in the House, 
That is the quorum which adds to our 
dignity. If I may be permitted to say 
so that is not a reality, that is not a 
fact, of which we may take account. I 
quite agree that when the House divides 
it cannot come to a decision without a 
quorum of 40 Members. My hon. 
friend would like to see more. But not 
even my hon. friend can frame a Rule 
which would compel Members to sit in 
the House and listen to speeches they 
do not want to hear, and that being s0, 
how do they add to our dignity by sitting 
in other parts of the building? I now 
come to those larger questions which 
have occupied so much of our time. The 
one that has excited the most passion is 
the provision in the first Rule which 
insists that an apology must be made by 
a Member who has been named and 
suspended from the service of the House 
before he is allowed to return to his 
place. 





Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): 
You have punished him. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: He has been 
expelled from the House, but whether 
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that is punishment or not all 
are not agreed. The hon. Members 
who most denounce this apology are never 
tired of telling us that they hate every 
stone in the place. Therefore, I do not 
think we ought to lay too much stress 
on the punitive side of the Rule. That, 
of course, is not the argument to which [ 
am endeavouring to direct the attention 
of the House. The hon. Member for 
Waterford and the hon. Member for 
Mayo, in the two important speeches 
they have delivered, yesterd: ay and to-day, 
told us over and over again that there 
were cases—in which Irish Members were 
concerned—in which they felt themselves 
to be right, and that if they were named 
under this order and subjected to the 
penalty of expulsion for a certain amount 
of time they could never apologise. I do 
not pretend that the occupant of the 
Chair of this House is an infallible 
person-—that either the Speaker, or the 
Chairman of Committees, or the Deputy 
Chairman of Committees never could 
make a mistake. That, of course, would 
be a preposterous contention. And it 
might conceivably happen, though I do 
not think it ever has happened, that the 
mistake was one in which the House 
agreed with the Speaker—because, mark 
you, no gentleman can be expelled from 
this House except by the action of the 
House itself under the Rule we are 
considering. The Speaker cannot deprive 
anybody of lis right of being present in 
this House by himself under this Rule. 
Therefore the House and the Speaker, by 
this hypothesis, are both the same. And 
80, granting that that might occur, which 
I do not think ever has occurred, and 
which I do not think is ever likely to 
occur, the apology that is required is not 
in reference to the action of which 
complaint was made ; it is in reference to 
resisting the ruling of the Speaker. And 
even these gentlemen concede that, the 
Speaker, right or wrong, must be backed 
up. If the Speaker, right or wrong, must 
be backed up, the same gentleman 
probably would also concede that the 


Speaker, right or wrong, should be 
apologised to. [Hon. Members and Irish 
Benches: “ No.”] No man, I venture 


to say, is strictly a Member of a repre- 
sentative Assembly if he feels it beneath 
his dignity, when he resists the authority 
ot the Speaker of that Assembly itself, 
to express his regret that he has done so. 
That does not require him to pass judg- 
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ment on the original cause of the contro- 
versy between them. Whether a man be 
right or wrong, lie has no right to resist 
the Speaker’s ruling, and it is because he 
has resisted the Speaker’s ruling that he 
is asked to apologise. No indignity is 
inflicted on any man by that apology {An 
Hon. Member pn the Irish Benches: 
That is the object of it], and, in my 
opinion, every geritleman who has resisted 
the ruling of the Chair—whether in his 
original controversy with the Chair he 
was technically in the right or technically 
in the wrong—js bound to offer an 
apology, and this Rule only emphasises 
that which I should have thought good 
taste would have dictated. Sir, I 
suppose we shall have an _ oppor- 
tunity early next week of discussing this 
further, and I do not wish longer to: 
dwell upon it. I come to what really is 
much more important ; it is the criticisms 
which have been passed upon us with 
regard to the allejged motives which have 
animated us in bringing forward these 
Rues. I observe a certain inconsistency 
in our critics inthis matter. My hon: 
friend the Member for Kings Lynn says 
there is only oné motive—one obvious 
motive — which | has promoted these 
Rules, and that is that without them the 
Government cannot keep their majority. 
Well, Sir, that isfone line of accusation, 
but it is very different from that line of 
accusation which is brought against us 
by the regular Opposition and is also 


brought against us by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. [An Hon. Memper on 
the Irish Benches: No.] I forgot. 


Hon. Gentlemen opposite are not con- 
sistent. The hon. Member for Mayo 
said one object of these Rules was to 
trample on, crush, and insult the Irish. 


Mr. DILLON : The main object. 
Mr. A. J. BAI.FOUR: How they are 


trampled on, how they are insulted, how 
they are crushed by these Rules Iam 
utterly at a loss|to understand. They 
are never mentioned. Does the hon. 
Gentleman assume that it is only his 
friends who are going tocome under the 
punitive regulations of Rule I. I never 
made any such suggestion in introducing 
the Rules, I make no suggestion now ; 
but the ardour/with which gentleman 
after gentleman|on that Bench has in- 
sisted upon picking up the cap and 
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sticking it on his head is really extra- 


ordinary. I repudiate the suggestion 
altogether. If hon. Gentlemen come 


under the censure of Rule 1. I confess 
they will have brought their fate upon 
themselves: but it certainly was not 
directed against them in particular, 
unless they are prepared to say 
that it is among them, and among 
them alone, that what I suppose 
I may, without offence, call from a 
purely Parliamentary point of view, 
the criminal classes are to be found. 
After all, I do not think that is a point 
which most interests gentlemen on this 
side or gentleman sitting opposite. 
Gentlemen sitting opposite have another 
charge against these Rules which they 
really have on the brain, and it is 
this—that the whole object of framing 
these Rules was to increase the power of 
the Executive and make it independent 
of Parliamentary control. The phrase 
of my right hon. friend in his speech 
yesterday has been twisted and contorted 
and turned into a text for oration after 
oration by those who sought to show 
that the Government desired to make 
themselves so far independent of Par- 
liament that they could only be turned 
out, criticised, or touched by a formal 
vote of censure and relieved of the 
ordinary methods of controversy and 
criticism by destroying the Motions for 
adjournment and questions. The right 
hon. Member for West Monmouthshire 
told us that this would not be so bad so 
long as we kept our Supply Rule working 
fairly. After all, I think he was quite 
right. No Government can escape if 
week after week opportunity is given to 
call attention to that failure in the 
Executive, and for bringing them to task ; 
and the right hon. Gentleman was good 
enough to say that, though the 
present Leader of the House may admini- 
ster that Supply Rule fairly, the time 
may come when a beneficent tyranny 
may be changed for a malevolent 
tyranny. But the right hon. Gentleman 
forgot that I have, over and over again, 
offered to allow the distribution of the 
time of Supply to be left to a Committee 
upon which the Government of the day 
should be in a minority. I have, over 
and over again, advocated that course, 
and I still think it a desirable course, 


but the opponents to it have been the | 


Mr. A. J. Balfoww. 
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right hon. Gentleman and his friends, 
It does not rest with him or his friends 
therefore to criticise us because at some 
future time he thinks the Supply Rule 
will be maladministered. Let me examine 
the three methods in which th’s change 
of Rule is supposed to free the Executive 
from fair criticism. The first change 
which is supposed to have this sinister 
effect is the substitution of Friday for 
the Wednesday. It seems to me to bea 
paradox. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: [I said 
the substitution of Wednesdays for 
Fridays for legislation — which is a 
totally separate question. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: I think I can 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that he 
went a little further and said that most 
valuable legislative questions were raised 
at present on Wednesday which the 
Government very likely wished to burke, 
If you put off these questions until 
Friday, he asks, what chance have the 
independent or unofficial Members to 
discuss them adequately? I heard some 
murmurs of approval from my _ hon, 
friends behind me at that observation. 
But why is Friday inferior to Wednesday 
for the discussion of these things? It is 
only inferior because the unofficial Mem- 
bers would not come down to hear other 
unofficial Members ; and that is a matter 
which lies with the House itself. Why 
should we make the unofficial Members 
come on Friday when it is alleged that 
they are burning to discuss things which 
are disagreeable to the Government! 
Let them come down to the House if 
they wish to discuss things which are 
disagreeable to the Government. I 
cannot imagine anything more incon- 
sistent than to say in one breath that the 
Government wish to stop criticism and to 
say in the next that it is the bounden 
duty of the Government to whip Menm- 
bers up to criticise them. That is a very 
absurd way to look at the question. 

I come now to the adjournment question 
To listen to many hon. Members you 
would suppose that by our proposed 
methods we have limited the power of 
adjournment. We have done nothing of 
the kind. The hon. Member for East 
Mayo made a violent attack on the Tory 
Party because, he says, they have abused 
the Motions for adjournment a good deal 
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more than other sections of the House, 
and he asked “Why should we be 
abused by you?” I never said that 
the Motions for adjournment were 
abused. My case is not based on the 
abuse, and the historical account which 
the hon. Member gave of the abuse was 
wholly inapplicable and misleading. He 
read out a number of Motions for 
adjournment in a series of years, before 
1893 and after 1893, when there was an 
average of ten or twelve—I forget the 
number—while in 1893 they mounted up 
to 20. But in the first place, the session 
of 1893 was an eleven months session. 
In the second place, of the 20 adjourn- 
ments I believe half, or about half, were 
moved by Radical Members. Well, I do 
not see why the party to whichI belong 
should be made responsible for incidents 
of that kind. But, in truth, I do not 
base, the Government does not base, the 
alteration of the hour for Motions of 
adjournment on the fact that adjourn- 
ments have been abused. They have 
been abused, no doubt of it, but I agree 
absolutely with hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
and I believe with hon. Members on this 
side of the House, in saying that 
adjournments, whether they be abused 
or not, are a necessary element of 
elasticity in our existing proceedings. 
But then what is lost by referring an 
adjournment from half-past four o’clock 
in the afternoon to nine o'clock in the 
evening ? It ceases to be fresh; like 
some kinds of fish, it gets stale apparently. 
Some gentleman reads in his morning 
paper that something to which he 
strongly objects has happened in Ireland 
or elsewhere; he comes down to the 
House, at present, at half-past three, and 
at half-past four asks leave to move the 
adjournment, and there is a discussion. 
We propose that people should come 
down at half-past two, and should move 
the adjournment at nine o'clock, instead 
of at half-past four, four hours and a half 
later. And on such small matters as this 
the liberty of the House depends ; we are 
really and seriously assured that the 
liberty of criticism, the liberty of debate, 
is shattered and destroyed because critic- 
sm is deferred from half-past four to nine 
o'clock. Ithink to state that proposition 
ls surely to refute it, and I cannot under- 
stand how any man with a grave face 
can continue to urge it. 
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Let me further point out how 
inconsistent are those who discuss the 
change in thé Motion for adjournment. 
One of the charges is the one I 
have just disposed of. Another 
is, that this} would greatly promote 
adjournments, that people will move 
adjournments of the debate at 9 o'clock 
—one Member, with the assistance 
of 40 of his comrades, on a_ private 
Members’ night in order to annoy 
him. That argument was urged, I 
believe, by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite in the speech he has just 
delivered, and by others. Therefore it 
appears this change in our Rules, so far 
from diminishing the amount of criticism 
that will be passed on the Government, 
is likely, in the opinion of some critics, 
greatly to increase it. I really cannot 
follow that at all. But I think the case 
is much more interesting and important 
when we leave adjournments and come 
to questions. I think the whole con- 
tention about adjournments, if I may 
frankly say so, is absurd; | think the 
contention about questions is not 
absurd; I think it is one which un- 
doubtedly is gone of the difficulties of 
the situation. But even here I notice 
there is a strong inconsistency on the 
part of the critics of the Government. 
Some tell us, like the Member for West 
Monmouth and others. that questions 
are the most interesting and critical part 
of our whole proceedings, that they 
should only be carried out in a full 
House, and as it were, before the 
tribunal of the people. Well, but then 
other Gentlemen come down, like my 
hon. friend the Member for South 
Islington, and say—‘‘ Under your existing 
system the man of business gets a chance, 
he need not come down till after Ques- 
tions, he is not obliged to come down till 
half-past four under our present arrange- 
ment, and what an advantage that is. 
He is the most intelligent and interesting 
Member of the House, and he need 
not be down till Questions are over.” 
While one set of Members says that every- 
body should be here at questions, another 
set of members says that the advantage of 
questions is that it puts off the moment 
of real business until the really business 
man can come down. May I point out 
what the difficulties of the situation are, 
and I say this to those who are sincerely 
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anxious that the double sitting and all its | 
dependent advantages should be pre- | 
served. Of course if you give up the 
double sitting, cadit questio, we abandon 
that part of our programme altogether. 
But, granting the double sitting, I do not 
see how you can arrange questions better 
than we have proposed to arrange them | 
in our Rules. I will point out that that 
is the fact, both from the Ministerial 
point of view and from the unofficial 
Member’s point of view. I may be told | 
that I have no business to talk about the 
convenience of Ministers. I do not talk 
of their convenience, but of their efficiency, 
if I may repeat the much-abused word. 
And it is impossible that any hard-worked 
Departmentc an be prepared at half-past 
two to deal with Questions which only 
appeared on the Paper that morning ; it 
cannot be done through the whole course 
of the session. It may be done occasion- 
ally and spasmodically, while morning 
sittings are going on, but as a rule and as 
a principle, I assure the House it cannot 
be done. 
great in a big Department that unless 
you give 24 hours notice, it is impossible 
for Ministers to come down at half-past 
two and answer questions put to them in 
the morning. I will not develop that 
further now, because I do not think it 
will be denied, and we shall have the 
opportunity of thrashing it out at a 
subsequent stage of our proceedings. 


Now I come to the unofficial Member. | 
We have been very anxious that the 
unoflicial Member should feel that at a 
quarter-past seven he should, if he so 
thought fit, be able to leave the House. 
If you put questions first, obviously you 
must turn a quarter-past seven into half- 
past seven or a quarter to eight, and that 
I think, would be far less convenient to the 
unofficial Member, who, in many circum- 
stances might have to be back again at nine. 
For these reasons, I think the questions 
should be placed where we place them. 
What are the objections urged against 
them being put where we put them? It 
isa most extraordinary thing that all 
those who have criticised this arrange- 
ment have chosen to doso on _ the 
hypothesis that important questions are_ 
to come on, not at a quarter past seven, 
but after midnight. And we are told that 
the newspapers in the country districts, 
which are panting apparently both for 


Mr. A... Balfour 
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The pressure of work is so| 
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the question and the answer of the 
Minister, would not get them in time 
It is perfectly true that a question which 
is put after 12 o'clock will probably not 
get a good placein the newspapers, 


although, when I was a younger Member 


in the House, debates used to be reported 
upto two and even half-past two o’clock in 
the morning. I do no want to argue the 
Press arrangements. I quite admit that 
a number of questions put after niid- 
night would not receive a very good re- 
port, but surely the three-quarters of an 
hour per day ought to be enough to 


| criticise the daily proceedings of the 


Government, and three quarters of an 
hour at a good hour of the day. I do 
think that the views on this point, 
like other criticisms that have been 
mutually  de- 
structive. A quarter-past seven is a very 
good hour for the newspapers. [An Hon. 
MeMBerR: Evening papers.] I think 
perhaps, it is rather late for evening 
newspapers, but I think half-past four 
is not very convenient for them, and 
we must arrange our proceedings, | 
presume, so that they may be reported 
in the newspapers which have currency 
all over the country. But | admit that 
far better than any plan we have pro- 
posed would be the plan, if the ingenuity 
of man could devise it, by which the 
important questions could be sifted and 
the unimportant questions answered by 
being printed in the votes But I am 
afraid that you will not be able to find 
that plan. No scheme that I have seen 
avoids the rock of throwing too great a 
responsibility upon the Clerks at the 
Table, or the Speaker, and I am afraid 
all schemes of that kind will fail. All 
I contend for is this, that we surely 
ought to be absolved from the accusation 
of those who charge us with a desire to 
save the Government from criticism 
when we leave three-quarters of an hour 
at a good time of the day and every day 
of the week. [An Hon. Member: There 
may be three divisions in which Govern- 
ments can be taken to task.] The 
truth is that all this is a nightmare with 
hon. Gentlemen. I have heard sonorous 
periods delivered to-night about the neces- 
sity of leaving this Assembly a free As- 


sembly for criticism, about the functions of 


the House of Commons as a debating 


_arena, and of the folly of supposing that its 
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chief function is to turn out legislation. I 
entirely agree that these are the platitudes 
and commonplaces of the subject—plati- 
tudes and commonplaces of which I am 
not guiltless of having done my best to 
give currency to. I have mentionedjthem 
over and over again in speeches in the 
country ; I have mentioned them over and 
over again in speeches in the House ; and 
I can assure the House that the very last 
thing the Government had in view in 
framing these Rules was to shield either 
this Government or any succeeding 
Government from legitimate criticism. 

| take exactly the opposite view. I be- 
lieve the Government gain by it ; for my 
experience is that it is the lies which are 
told in the holidays and which cannot be 
at once exposed in the House that do the 
Government harm, and not the lie which 
gains currency in the session and can be 
exposed at once by question and answer 
inthe House. Therefore, I have always 
been amongst those who have thought that 
whether our debates be, on the whole, 
good or not in the public interest, 
they are always good for the Govern- 
ment, because they have always the 
effect of dissipating these baseless calum- 
nies. Or, if they are not dissipated, 
they are reduced to their proper pro- 
portions. We have had a different ob- 
ject in view. Our whole end has been 
not to shield the Government from 
criticism, but to make this House what 
it ought to be--a place where a man 
anxious to serve his country may do so 
without those absurd’ sacrifices which 
our present Rules inflict upon him. I 
am wholly unable to understand why a 
min who is ready, without fee or reward, 
tocome tothis ‘fouse and work for the 
country is to be the one man wh» is 
never to know when heis to go to bed 
or when he is to get his dinner. There 
is one other object of not less importance 
which we have in view, and that is the 
regular ty of the great debates in this 
House. it is true that there must be 
some elem nt of uncertainty. I have 
been accused most falsely of representing 
that with respect to every sitting you 
may know for an indefinite time before- 
hand what business is to be taken. That 
is impossible. What you can do, and 
what we are doing in these Rules, is to 
make perfectly clear that there will be 
a block of four and a quarter hours 


solid time on four days in the week | 
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in which the most important busi- 


i ness shall be ‘taken, and from which 


that important) business cannot be ousted 
by any unexpected eccentricity of a 
particular set of individuals in this House. 
I consider that that is a priceless boon to 
the House. I do not say that it is to the 
Government. [ do not know whether 
the Government will gain or lose by it. 
But the ordinary member of the public 
who follows our debates or the Member 
of Parliament who takes part in them, 
will be the gainers by a plan which will 
at all events giye regularity to that part 
of our proceedings which is most 
important—the great debates on Govern 
ment measures.. Hon. Gentlemen have 
told us that these proposals will not 
They 


were not brought forward with the 


materially diminish obstruction. 


purpose of diminishing obstruction. I 
have never claimed for them that they 
would diminish obstruction, or that they 
would give the Government greater 
opportunities for legislation. I do not 
believe that they will have that effect. 
But I deny the assertion of the hon. 
Member for Waterford that this House is 
suffering from | creeping paralysis. It 
suffers from obstruction ; but, with or 
without obstruction. this House has 
carried in the last 30 years a greater 
series of measures than was carried in 
the century preceding the Union with 
Ireland. I will not mention all the 
measures passe since 1870, but they 
will match the 
only of this Assembly, but of 
any Assembly in the history of the world ; 
and, though I admit that much of that 
work has been done under unnecessary 
difficulties, and that much may be done 
and, by these Rules, will be done, to 
relieve us of those difficulties, I never wil| 
admit that wé are approaching that 


legislative work, not 
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position of hopeless paralysis which the seven to have three divisions ; one on 


hon. 


affects to regret, and sometimes almost 


seems to boast of as the work of himself 


and his friends, but from 


convinced the common sense and courage 


of this Assembly will always keep us 


tree. 


whether we carry on our proceedings 


rationa'ly or irrationally, 


tions which conduce to the 


under conditions which make a galley- 


Member for Waterford sometimes 


In the future, as in the past, 
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which I am 


under condi- 


efficiency, or 


slave’s life preferable, we shall always be 


able to do our duty to the 


to those constituents who send us here. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkea' 


Will it be possible at a 
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Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dewar, T. R. (T’r H’mlets, 8.G. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmund 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, Jchn K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning’ Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw’d 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Pannatyne 
Firbank. Joseph Thomas 
| Fisher, Willfam Hayes 
| FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 


day were accused of obstruction. 


Rules. 
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the closure, one on the main question, 
and the consequential division ; the three 
occupying three-quarters of an hour ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understandthat 
some gentlemen on this side, who took 


35° minutes in three divisions the other 


There- 


fore I do not suppose that three divisions 


could occupy three-quarters of an hour. 


Question put. 


The House divided : 





Ayes, 250: Noes, 


(Division List No. 18.) 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
“lannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Philip S.(Warw’k S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Angustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn J.E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry 8S.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’r Hm’ts 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby- (Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
(sreen, Walford D. (Wednesb’y 
Greene, Sir K. W. (B’yS Edm’es 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Grenfeil, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Lord G.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’d’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf’d 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent, Favers’m 
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John 
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Law! 
Laws 
Lee, 

Leig] 
Leve 
Llew 
Lock 
Lode 
Long 
Lons 
Lowt 
Loyd 
Luca: 
Luca 
Lytte 
Maca 
Macd 
Maco 
M‘Ki 
Majet 
Mart 

Masst 
Maxv 


Mors: 
Morri 


Morte 


Abrak 
Abrak 
Allan, 
Allen, 
Ambr 
Asher 
Asqui 
Ather 
Barry 
Beaun 
Bell, | 
Black, 
Blake. 
Bolan 
Boltor 
Bowle 
Brigg, 
Brunn 
Bryce, 
Burke 
Burns, 
Buxto: 
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Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) | 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareh’m | 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol, S | 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lytte iton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconoce hie, A. W. 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
~. axwell, RtHn SirH.E. (Wi't’n 
ysey- -Thompson, Sir H. M. 
7 ‘he Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milve iin, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 


Morgan, David J. (Walt’mstow | 
| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East Mr. 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford 


Abr. tham, William (Cork, N.E. | 
braham, William (R hondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc., Stroud | 
Ambrose, Robert | ( 
Asher, Alexander | 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry | 
~aae Jones, L. | 
Barry, (C ork, S.) 
“wild Wentworth C. B. | 
Bell, Richard | 
Black, Alexander William | 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn | 
Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 


| Muntz, Philip A. 


| Myers, William Henry 
| Newdigate, Francis Alexander | Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
| Nicholson, William Graham 
| O’Neill, Hon. 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) | Stroyan, John 

| Parker, Gilbert | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


iskdale) | 


| Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Ed. J. 


| Cremer, William Randal 
| Cullinan, J. 


| Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
| Dillon, John 


| Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
| Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
| Stock, James Henry 

| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Robert Torrens 


Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley | 
| Perey, Earl 

| Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Fraucis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn..J.G.(Ox’d Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tdllemache, Henry James 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

| Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Vijiacent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


Renwick, George Walker, Col. William Hall 
Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge | Wianklyn, James Leslie 


Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E.(T’nt’n 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Ridley, 8. Forde (Bethnal Gr’n 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Xobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

Robinson, Brooke 

Xopner, Colonel Robert 


4ound, James Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Royds, Clement Molyneux Wilson, A. Stanley (York E.R. 
Rutherford, John | Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H (Yorks. 
| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


Seely,Capt.J.E.B. (I. of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


JELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 


: Z : Anstruther 
Smith, H.C. (North’mb. Tyn’de ee 


NOES. 


Caine, William Sproston Duin, Sir William 

ewer James Edwards, Frank 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. _— Msnionde, Sir Thomas 

Carew, James Laurence Evans, SirFranc. H. (Maidstone) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | Evans, Samuel T. (G lamorgan) 
Channing, Francis Allston | Far rell, James Patrick 
Clancy, John Joseph | Fenwick, Charles 

Cogan, Denis J. Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 

Coghill, Douglas Harry | Ffrénch, Peter 

| Condon, Thomas Joseph Field, William 

Craig, Robert Hunter Flynn, James Christopher 

Crean, Eugene Fuller, J. M. F 

Furness, Sir Christopher 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 

Gerten, Sir W. Brampton 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon.Sir William 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 





Donelan, Captain A. 
| Doogan, P. C. 
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Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon, Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C.E.H (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Dav. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 


{COMMONS} 


Morley, Rt. Hon. Jno. (M’ntr’se) 
Morton, Edwd.J.C. (D’vonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Captain Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tip’er’ry Mid.) 





Kinloch, Sir John George Smyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJos’ph F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, that the proposals of 
Government on the Order Paper relating 
of the House be now 


the Procedure 


considered. 


Public Petitions. 


Ordered, That a Select 


appointed, to whom shall |} 


Petitions presented to the House, with 
the exception of such as relate to Private | 
3ills ; and that such Committee do classify 
and prepare abstracts of the same, in such 
form and mainer as shall appear to them 


best suited to convey to 


requisite information respecting 
contents, and do report the same from | 
; and that the 


time to time to the House 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 

| O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 

| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

| O'Dowd, John 


-~I 
i—] 
bo 


the House. 


| Robson, William Snowdon 
| Roche, John 


Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hon.C. R(N’rtha’ts 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 





| Sullivan, Donal 

| Tennant, Harold John 

| Thomas, David Alfd. (Merthyr) 
| Thomas, F. Freeman- (Hastings) 
| Tomkinson, James 

| Wallace, Robert 

| Walton,Jno. Lawson (Leeds,S.) 
| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


| O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) | White, George (Norfolk) 


| O’Malley, William 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Price, Robert John 
| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
| Reddy, M. 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, SirR.Threshie (Dumfries) 


Rickett, J. Compton 
| Rigg, Richard 
| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


which addresses are atlixed ; 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

| Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 

| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 

| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


| 
TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr Causton. 


And that 


such Committee have power to direct the 


the | 
| such 


| require it; 


| have power 


printing in extenso of such Petitions, or of 
parts of Petitions, as shall appear to 


And that such Committee 
to report their opinion and 


|. observations thereupon to the House. 


Committee be 


ve referred all 


Mr. 


| son, 


the House all 
their 


reports of the Committee do set forth the | 


number of signatures to 
only in respect to those 


each Petition 


signatures to 


The Committee was accordingly nomin- 
ated of —Mr. Allsopp, Mr. Edward Barry, 
| Mr. Brymer, Sir Charles Dalrymple, Col- 
/onel Kenyon-Slaney, General Laurie, Mr. 
| Herbert Lewis, Sir Henry Meysey-Thomp- 
| Charles 
| O'Connor, Mr. Philipps, Mr. Tollemache, 
| Lord Willoughby de Eresby, and Mr. 
Henry Joseph Wilson. 


Morley, Mr. T. P. 


Ordered, that Three be the quorum. — 
| (Sir William Walrond.) 


Adjourned at five minutes after 


Twelve o’clock till Monday next, 
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Returns, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 10th February, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


" The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 


‘House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with : 


SCOTTISH EQUITABLE LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY [u.1.] 
BARRY RAILWAY [a.1.] 
RENFREW HARBOUR [u...] 


The same were ordered to lie on the | 


Table. 


CHARING CROSS, HAMMERSMITH, AND 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL [H.1.] 


To be read 2* on Friday next. 
TELEPHONE 
BOARD BILL [u.1.] 


To be read 2* on Monday, the 20th 


> instant. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION BILL [u.t.] 
Read 2°. 


* KING’S ROAD RAILWAY (PUTNEY EX- 


TENSION) BILL [u.1.] 
Read 2°. 
MARGATE CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [H.1. ] 
Read 2°. 


WHITSTABLE IMPROVEMENT BILL 
[H.L. ] 
Read 2°. 


~ CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 


STEAD RAILWAY (No. 3) BILL [u.1.] 
Read 24. 


- CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (NEW. 


LINES) BILL [4.1.] 
Read 2%. 


GREAT NORTHERN AND CITY RAIL | 
WAY BILL [u..1] 
Read 2°. 
RICKMANSWORTH GAS BILL [1.1] 
Read 2°, 


Read 2°. 
CATERHAM AND DISTRICT GAS BILL 


— [H.L. ] 
vead 2* 


HAMILTON GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER | 


CONFIRMATION BILL [u.1.] 
A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order | 
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1892, relating to Hamilton—Was pre- 
sented by the Lord Balfour; read 1*, to 
be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899) deemed to have been read 2* and 
reported from the Committee. (No. 14.) 


Reports, &e. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY. 


1. (Imperial Yeomanry). 
tion and equipment. 

2. (Estimates). Memorandum of the 
| Secretary of State relating to the Army 


| Estimates for 1902-1903. 


Organisa- 





SOUTH AFRICA. 


Further papers relating to the working 
of the refugee camps in South Africa 
- continuation of [Cd. 902], January 
| 1902). 


AFRICA, No. 2 (1902). 
Instructions to Lieutenant - Colonel 
J. H. Sadler cn appointment as His 
Majesty’s Commissioner and Consul- 
General in the Uganda Protectorate. 


TRADE REPORTS—1.7ANNUAL SERIES. 
| No. 2744. Italy (Naples). 

TRADE [REPORTS—2. MISCELLANEOUS, 
| No. 2. (1902). Reports from His 
Majesty’s representatives in Austria- 
Hungary, France, Italy, and Spain, re- 
specting the conditions under which 


|property is held by religious orders in 


| those countries. 


No. 3. (1902). Reports from His 
| Majesty’s seeieahadiees in Austria- 
| Hungary, Belgium, France, Germany, 


‘Italy, and the United States, respecting 
‘the rules in force for preserving order 
‘in the legislative assemblies of those 


| countries (in continuation of Miscellane- 
| ous No. 1 (1901) [Cd. 907]. 


WEST HAMPSHIRE WATER BILL [1.1.] | NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 


Appendix, Section I., to the Annual 


Report of the Commissioner. s, for the year 
| 1900. 


ACETYLENE GENERATORS. 
Report of the Committee appointed 
_ by the Department of His Majesty’s In- 


under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, | spectors of Explosives, to inquire as to 


VOL. CII. [FourtH Series. | 


2F 








London Under- 


che safety of acetylene generators, 
a covering report to the right hon. the | 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- | 
ment, by Captain J. H. Thomson, His | 
Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives. | 

Presented (by command), and ordered | 
to lie on the Table. 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND | 
WALES), 1900. (PART I, CRIMINAL 
STATISTICS.) 

Statistics relating to criminal proceed- | 
ings, police, coroners, prisons, reforma- 
tory and industrial schools, and criminal 
lunaties, for the year 1900. 


Presented (by Command and pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


{LORDS} 
with | PUBLIC HOUSES HOURS OF CLOSING 


| Scotland ; 
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(SCOTLAND) BILL [H.L.]. 
Petitions in favour of ; of Temperance 
Committee of the United Free Church of 
Inhabitants of Greenock; 
Edinburgh and _ Leith 


Association; —_ Paisly 


Directors of 
Licensed Grocers 


| United Free Church Presbytery; Cor- 


poration of City of Glasgow ; Claremount 
Street, Glasgow, Wesleyan Methodist 
Gospel Temperance Society ; and Meeting 
of Temperance Societies in Glasgow : 





NEW BILLS. 


MARINEJINSURANCE, BILL [u.1.] (No. 15.) 
A Bill for codifying the law relating to 





Marine Insurance: and— 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
Draft Order in Council for providing | 
the manner in which a register of teachers 
shall be formed and kept. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIFE-SAVING 
APPLIANCES). 


Rules made by the Board of Trade | 


under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 To 1891. 
Licence granted by His Majesty to 
Florence Elizabeth Fagg, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
the said Florence Elizabeth Fagg to be 
at large on condition that she enter the 
London Preventive and Reformatory 
Institution, Euston Road, N.W. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACTS. 

Minute by the Board of Education 
sanctioning the subjects to be taught 
under Clause 8 of the Technical Instruc- 
tion Act, 1889, for the county of Gla- 
morgan (11th minute). 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 





PETITIONS. 





LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. 

Petition for re-appointment of Joint 
Committee of both Houses, to inquire 
and report on the subject of London 
underground railways of Mayor, ete. of 
Kensington. 


‘is being besieged with 
fo] Oo 


NAVAL PRIZE BILL [u.1.] (No."16.) 

A Bill to consolidate, with amend- 
ments, the enactments relating to naval 
prize of war. 


Were presented by the Lord Chan- 
cellor ; read 1*, and to be printed. 


SOLICITORS BILL [u.1.] 


A Bill to amend certain provisions of 
the Solicitors Acts, 1839 to 1894: Was 
presented by the Lord Alverstone ; read 
1*, and to be printed. (No. 17.) 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. 

Lorp GLENESK : My Lords, I have 
to present to your Lordships to-day a 
Motion of some importance. Parliament 
3ills for tube 
railways, which are being proposed in 
every direction, but there is no central 
authority to control the presentation of 
these demands. There is no authority to 
lay down what is desirable in the public 
interests, no mapping out of districts nor 
arranging for connections. Each com- 
pany comes forward and claims what it 
likes. In one instance I have just laida 
Petition on the Table from the Royal 
Borough of Kensington, where five com- 
panies are seeking power to run tubes 
under the High-street, which is a physical 
impossibility. The Kensingtonians are 
panting for a tube, but who are going to 
decide what scheme is to be adopted! 
Take the Fulham Road. That thorough- 
fare is threatened with a connection all 


along the line of hospitals, the Consump- 
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tion Hospital, the Cancer Hospital, the | difficult a character that I think it well 
Hospital for Women, and others, and | deserves the consideration of your Lord- 


such a tube may materially effect these | ships. 


I thought it well to intervene 


hospitals by vibration and _ otherwise. ‘immediately after my noble friend’s 


The laying down of these tubes has the | 
effect of producing a drainage of the soil | 
in their neighbourhood and a shrinkage | 
of the clay, and this in turn causes cracks, | 
which become dangerous. ‘There is no 
guarantee in the schemes now being 
applied for that there will be any cross 
lines; they are all longitudinal, seeking 


to connect the City with the various parts | 


of the West of London. My third | 
ground for referring these schemes to the | 
Joint Committee may seem superfluous, | 
but it is not. Although the original | 
Twopenny Tube obtained at. first * the 
eredit of being well-ventilated, complaints 
are very numerous now, and a great 


deal of care is required to find out | 


by what means the atmosphere of 
these tubes can be purified. The 
Motion which I propose is meant to 
to encourage the development of tube 
railways, but to do that in a systematic 
and not in a haphazard way. I beg to 
move the Motion standing in my name. 

Moved, to resolve, That it is desirable 
that the Joint Select Committee on 


London Underground Railways appointed | 


last Session be re-appointed to consider 
and report—(1) Whether any of the lines 
of route for Underground Railways in 
and near London proposed by the 
Bills which have been introduced during 


the last and present session afford 
adequate facilities for present and 
probable future traffic; (2) whether 


any extensions or alterations of route 
are required for the purpose of pro- 
viding cheap and rapid travelling com- 
munication throughout London and 
the outskirts, and whether the making 
of such extensions or alterations should 
be a condition of the grant of powers 
to make any proposed railways; (3) 
what is the best method of  con- 
structing, working, and ventilating such 
railways, having regard to the safety, 
health, and convenience of persons 
travelling by them ?—(Lord Glenesk). 


* Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): My Lords, the 
question which my noble friend has | 
brought before the House is one of very | 


great importance to London, and at the, 
and the City. 


same time it is one of so intricate and 


|speech, so that I could place the House 
in possession of the facts of the case as. 
| they at present stand. My noble friend 
| justly said that these projects for tube 
| railways are increasing every year. The 
Ab ages position with regard to these 
Bills is this. There are at present in 
|London eight authorized lines of rail- 
'ways. Of those, two arein actual opera- 
| tion, and two in course of construction ; 
'and there are four in connection with 
iw hich no works have as yet been executed. 
‘Last year eleven Bills were introduced 
into Parliament, seven of which dealt 
with entirely new schemes, and four had 
reference to extensions of the authorized 
railways to which I have already referred. 
The Bills were referred to a Joint Com- 
| mittee, the reappointment of which my 
noble friend now moves. The reference 
to that Committee was, briefly, to con- 
sider (I) The general lines of route for 
underground railways ; (2) what special 
provision should be made for the’ pro- 
tection of owners of property adjacent 
to the railways ; (3) the conditions as to 
construction and working; and (4) 
whether any, and which, of the eleven 
Bills to which I have referred should be 
allowed to proceed during that session. 
At that time a Committee was appointed, 
under the Chairmanship of Lord Ray- 
leigh, to consider the question of how 
far the vibration caused by existing 
railways was affecting adjacent proper- 
ties, but they had not reported, and 
therefore my noble friend Lord Windsor’s 
Committee had to deal with that ques- 
tion in a hypothetical manner. On all the 
other points the Committee presented to 
the House a very able and interesting 
Report, and suggested that seven of the 
eleven Bilis which were before them 
should be allowed to proceed in the 
ordinary course. As regards four of the 
Bills—those with which my noble friend 
|is particularly interested, namely, the 


‘lines which it is proposed should run 


‘under the main thoroughfare between 
Putney and Hammersmith and the City 
—the Committee strongly reported that 
it was desirable that there should be a 
continuous line between Hammersmith 


2F 2 
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The sitting of the Committee lasted 
practically the whole session, with the 
result that it was impossible for the Bills 
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| already said, the Joint Committee so far 


approved of all the schemes except the 


‘four compet:ng for that route as to say 


which had been referred tothem to proceed. | 
Following precedents that have been set | 


in former years in the case of Bills which 
have been delayed by the direct action 
of Parliament, these Bills were al owed 
as a matter of privilege to be suspended 


they might go to a Committee in the 
ordinary course. My noble friend now 
proposes that the schemes of this year 


/should be referred to the same Joint 


Committee. So far as | read his not ce, 


the ground he now takes was completely, 


and to be brought up in the present | 


session at the point at which they were 
left last session. Nine out of the Bills 
have survived their period of suspended 
animation, and are now again before 
the House for consideration. In addition 
to those nine Bills, fifteen other Bills 
are now before the House dealing 
tube railways. Of these, two deal 
an extention of time in regard to 
ways already authorized, nine with 
extensions of works of authorized rail- 
ways or of railways that had Bills in 


with 


|Committee of last vear. 


or almost completely, covered by the 
He asks in the 
first and second paragraphs that the lines 
of route should be considered, and in 
the third paragraph that the best method 


_ of constructing, working and ventilating 


with | 


the railways should be reported upon. 
The Committee of last year considered 


‘the lines of route and the methods of 


rail- | 


constructing and working the railways, 


‘though the word ventilation was not 


the last session of Parliament, and only | 


four may be called new schemes. 


ment I think I may say that, i you 
deduct the double Bills that have been 


introduced by these Companies, you | 
reduce the schemes to ‘seventeen, and | mittee had the power of passing them. 


if you further deduct the two Bills | 


which merely ask for an extension of 


time, and the two which are very small | 


additions to authorized railways, you 


bring the schemes down to thirteen. | 


The whole of these Bills, except the four 


new ones to which I have referred, were | 


before the Joint Committee last year. 


The only Bills that were not before) 


them were the London United Railways | 


Bill, which is a scheme new this year, | l : 
‘no doubt that if the Joint Committee 


following the route to which my noble 
friend has referred, from Hammersmith 
tothe City; the Central London Railway 
Bill which is an entirely new scheme 
occupying the same route; a Bill for a 
small railway called the Edgware and 


Hampstead Railways, which may be) 


regarded entirely in connection with the 
Euston-square and Hampstead Railway ; 


and, finally, the Crystal Palace and City | 


Railway. 


So your Lordships will see that, with | 


the addition of the Crystal Palace and 
City Railway, there are the Bills which 
existed last year and two addition | 
schemes competing for the very im- 
portant thoroughfare from Hammer- 


Of | 


the twenty-four Bills now before Parlia- | 


directly incorporated in their instructions. 
The effect of carrying my noble friend’s 
motion would undoubtedly be that the 
3ills now before Parliament would be 
delayed for another year. 


if the Com- 


LorD GLENESK : Not 


*The Eart or MORLEY: The noble 
Lord is now suggesting quite another 
matter and one with which his Motion 
does not deal. The Motion of my noble 
friend is for a Joint Committee to sit 
as the Joint Committee did last year to 
consider certain principles. The Bills 
would then have to go as competing 
Bills before separate Committees. I have 


which sat lust year had to go over the 
whole ground again, with the addition 
of the Bills that have been recently 
introduced, the inquiry would last a very 
large part of the session if not the whole 
of it. At any rate, there would not be 
sufficient time left to enable substantial 
progress to be made with the Bills. I 
do not say that the question of delay, 
where matters of such great importance 
are dealt with, is an insuperable objection, 
but it isa very serious matter. When 
I tell your Lordships that the Bills of 
last year asked for the authorization of a 
capital of something like £30,000,000, 
and that the Bills of this year ask for 


smith to the City. Last year, as J have. between £20,006,000 and £30,000,000 


The Earl of Morley. 
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more, you will see that it is a very 
serious matter for the promoters. A 
very large sum has been deposited in 
respect of the Bills of last year, which 
is lying idle. I agree with what my 
noble friend would probably say, that 
the interest of the promoters is not the 
most important thing we have to consider. 


We have to consider also theinterest of the | 
public, and there again the delay seems | 
Every day the | 
traffic in our streets is becoming more | 
it is daily 


to be most inexpedient. 


and more conjested, and 
becoming more important that we should 
have railways constructed from 
centre to the suburbs. ‘Ihis is also an 
important matter in connection with the 
problem of housing the working classes, 
and I earnestly deprecate delay in regard 
to these schemes unless any great object 
isto be gained thereby. I think I have 
shown tothe House that there is really 
nothing new in the schemes of this year 
which has not been considered very 
carefully by the Joint Committee of last 
year. I think the House may safely 
leave to an ordinary Committee the 
relative merits of the different competi- 
tors for the important thoroughfare to 
which the noble Lord referred. On the 
ground, then, that delay should be 
avoided, if possible and that the Com- 
mittee of last year had before them 
everything that they wou'd have this 
year, with very few modifications, I do 
not think it is desirable to lengthen 
the proceedings by reappointing the 
Committee. 

Perhaps I may be allowed before sitting 
down, to give some indication as to the 
mode in which I think it is desirable 
these Bills should be dealt with. The 
suggestion of my noble friend that the 
whole of the Bills should be referred to a 
Joint Committee, not merely to consider 
the principle of them, but to pass them has 
been made before. I had the advantage 
of a communication with my right hon. 
friend the Chairman of Ways and 
Means in the other House, before his 
extremely regrettable illness, and I have 
also been in communication with the 
Board of Trade on the subject, and 
though there is a good deal to be 
said in favour of that course, it is 
one almost without precedent. In/} 


fact there are only two precedents— | 
the Irish Amalgamation Bills and a 


| 
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|certain Bill re'ating to Dub'in; but 
those Bills had been the subject of a 
very acute Parliamentary fight in the 


previous session, and there were 
other circumstances connected with 
them which took them out of the 


ordinary category. I do not think that 
in the present circumstances it is desir- 
able to adopt that course, and I am 
rather inclined to think that the ordinary 
method of procedure has a very con- 
siderable advantage in this particular 
case over the Joint Committee, The 
advantage is this, that a second hearing 
may be required to put right any over- 
sight that may occur in the first House. 
I admit that it is extremely difficult 
to know how to group these Bills. It 
would undoubtedly be well to place them 
under a single Committee, but I 1m 
afraid that to do that would be to placea 
great tax on the noble Lords who would 
sit on that Committee; and, moreover, 
the proceedings would last such a con- 
siderable time that the prospect of 
passing the Bills in the present session 
might be jeopardized. I am endeavour- 
ing, in conjunction with the President 
of the Board of Trade and the officials 
there, to devise some means by which 
these Bills could be grouped and dealt 
with as far as possible by two or more 
Committees, who would, of course, be 
guided to a large extent in general 
principles by the valuable Report of the 
Joint Committee of last year. 

With regard to the recommendations 
in that Report, there are only three to 
which I think I need'draw the attention 
of the House. In the sixth paragraph 
the Committee strongly recommend that 
the County Council and the City 
Corporation should be granted a locus 
standi in all cases of extension of time. 
There seems to have been some difficuity 
with this matter, and I venture to think 
this a valuable suggestion. Rules with 
regard to locus standi in this House are 
very elastic, and are dealt with by the 
Committee before whom the Bill is being 


‘discussed. I feel perfectly certain that, 


Com- 
any 


suggestion, the 
liberally interpret 


this 
will 


after 
mittee 


precedents governing the giving of 
a locus standi to the County Councils 
of London and the adjoining counties 
into which the railways may extend, not 
merely with regard to an extension of 
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time in the case of existing railways, but 
with regard to lines of route generally. 
The second clause I wish to draw atten- 
tion to is clause 19, in which the Com- 
mittee recommend—and I have great 
sympathy with the recommendation— 
that there should be some central body 
to control the general scheme for these 


{LORDS} 


ground Railways. 804 


to do on this occasion. I propose 
to strike that Clause out of every 
Bill in which it occurs before it 
goes to a Committee. I do so—and I 
wish it to be distinctly understood—not 
because it is my duty to express any 
opinion upon the policy of such a course, 
but because I think the principle ought 





different lines of railway. They suggest | not to be adopted without the distinct 
a public Department such as the Board|and deliberate assent of Parliament. 
of Trade, or the Light Railway Com-| For the reasons I have given in the 
missioners, or a Joint Committee of both | earlier part of my speech, I do not favour 
Houses; but I think I am right in| the proposal of my noble friend to re- 
assuming that Parliament would be very | appoint this Joint Committee. At the 
jealous indeed of giving up any powers | same time, I wish to acknowledge most 
which it possesses over these railways, | heartily the services which the Com- 
and would prefer to retain the control of | mittee have rendered. They sat for a 
them and the scheme regulating them. | great number of days, took some very 
In Clause 20 the Committee suggest | valuable evidence, and their Report is a 
that, having regard to the inflation of | most useful document, and will be of 
capital and other matters, power should | immense value in enabling the Com- 
be given to the City Corporation and the | mittees, to which these Bills will 
County Council, as in the case of light | eventually be referred, to come to a wise 
railways, to construct, or to assist in | conclusion. 
constructing, these tube railways. 





Tam | 
not going to argue whether or not it is} *Viscount KNUTSFORD: My Lords, 
desirable to give this power, but I do not |asa member of the Joint Committee 
hesitate to say that personally I think it | which sat last year, and whose services 
is of very doubtful expediency. Jt is an | the noble Earl, the Chairman of Com- 
entirely new departure in the principles | mittees, has so pleasantly referred to in 
of municipal government, these tubes | the course of his very clear statement, I 
being absolutely different from light | would remind the House that the recom- 
se rhage tramways, which are com- | mendation that County Councils should 
paratively small matters. They do not| be empowered to advance money for 
affect the surface of the streets in which | these een was carried in that 
the local authorities are directly and Committee by a majority of one 
especially interested, and are schemes of only. I think my noble friend has 
enormous ‘cost. But this is the sug-|come to a wise decision in resolving 
gestion of the Joint Committee. The|to cut out this Clause from the Bills 
point has never been discussed by the | before the House this year. I oppose 
House, and I doubt if many of your | the Motion to re-appoint the Joint 
sie wl are nig that it has been | Committee, on the ground that they 
introduced into this Report. I am/ would be asked to do exactly what the 
placed in this difficulty that in conse- | did last year. Moreover, if the Motion 
quence of this paragraph, clauses have | is carried, all these Bills will be suspended 
ost Spengler = gs gee: secant ge 
eg money for the purpose for | every reason to believe that their Bills 
i ischie bo aan: ts iar coer coal aaddiner eciel’ or rejesed. ie 
é at yer § | or rejected. In 
not be given unless Parliament has | interests, 9 of the wating classes, to 
deliberately, after full discussion, come to | whom these tube railways will be of the 
the conclusion that it ought to be given. | greatest advantage, I hope the Motion 
Ido not think it would be right to | will not be carried. Paragraph 1 of the 
sanction so large a development of the} Motion is almost exactly the same in 
power of municipalities by a clause in a |terms as the reference to the Joint 
private Act. I gather that the House | Committee of last year, and upon which 
will support me in what I propose|we took evidence and reported very 


The Earl of Morley. 
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fully. General principles were distinctly | with regard to the third and probably 
laid down to guide the Private Bill Com-|the most important recommendation. 
mittees upon these tube Bills, and no|In my opinion the principle should be 
more could be done by a re-appointed | fully discussed in Parliament before local 
Joint Committee. The third paragraph in | authorities are given power to contribute 
the Motion raises important engineering | to these gigantic schemes. I do not know 
questions, and to properly inquire into; what may be said about it when the 
and report upon them, it would be/ point is thrashed out, but | think the 


necessary for the Committee to sit, not 
for one session, but for several sessions. 
The questions, moreover, are more suit- 
able to a Royal Commission, with expert 
engineers upon it, than to a Joint 
Committee of this description. 


Ear SPENCER: My Lords, I feel I 
ought to say a few words on the im- 
portant discussion which has just taken 
place. In the first place I wish to thank | 
the noble Earl the Chairman of | 
Committees for the very clear and able 
statement he has made on this subject, 
which is one of very great importance to 
the Metropolis. I entirely share the | 
views he has expressed with regard to the | 
Motion of the noble Lord opposite. As 
far as I understand from the observations 
of the noble Earl and the noble Lord who | 





House will support the noble Earl in 
what I consider to be the wise decision 
to which he has arrived. I hope the 
noble Lord will not press for the re- 
appointment of the Joint Committtee, 
and that the Chairman of Committees 
will take care that allthese schemes are 
referred, if possible, to one Committee, 
or, if that is impossible, that some uniform 
principle is laid down for the guidance of 
the Committees who will have to deal 
with this exceedingly important subject. 


LorD GLENESK: In withdrawing 
my Motion, which has not met with a too 
warm reception, I think it well that the 
public should be warned of the heavy 
price which one of these days it will have 
to pay for these undertakings being 
acquired by any public authority, if they 





sat on this Committee last year, nearly are permitted to spring up indiscrimin- 
all the points in the Motion before the | ately all over the Metropolis. 

House was fully discussed, and it would! Motion (by leave of the House) with- 
therefore be a great waste of time to go | drawn. 


over the ground again. It would be a| 
| WEI-HAI-WEI. 


very serious thing if the enormous | 

amount of capital involved in these} Eart SPENCER: My Lords, in ac- 
schemes were to be hung up for another | cordance with the notice standing in my 
year. I would urge on the noble Earl| name on the paper, I beg to ask the 
the importance of these schemes for tube | Under Secretary of State for the Colonies 
railways being regulated, if possible, by | what are the intentions of His Maiesty’s 
one body. I quite admit that it would | Government with regard to Wei-Hai-Wei. 
take a considerable time if all these 

numerous schemes had to be submitted | THz UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
to one Committee, but I think we ought | ror THE COLONIES (The Earl of 
to ask that Committee, in the interests| ONSLOW): My Lords, I do not think 
of the Metropolis, to undertake a greater | I need trouble you with the early his- 
duty than falls to most Committees of | tory of Wei-Hai-Wei, because it is pro- 
your Lordships’ House in order to secure | bably well known to you. But I may say 
a systematic scheme with regard to these | that the Government have held a care- 
railways. I fully admit that the argu-| ful inquiry into the advantages of the 
ments of the noble Earl as to the! place as a military and naval station, 
importance of two Committees, one in| and they have decided that the idea 
‘each House, the second Committee to} which was at one time entertained of 


overhaul the work of the first and to | fortifying it and keeping there a large 


remedy any mistakes or omissions, cannot | garrison has been abandoned. There is 
be overlooked. With regard to the|at present there a Chinese regiment. 
recommendations of the Committee, 1|That regiment will be gradually dis- 
believe your Lordship will support the | banded or withdrawn ; and in future the 
noble Earl in the decision he has come to | administration of the colony will be 
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undertaken by police, which will be 
raised by the Administration of the 
colony itself. The position has been 
found to be one which could only be 
fortified at very great expense; but it 
is an extremely useful place for small- 
arms practice and for gunnery practice 
for the Navy as the bay is large and 
the water is shallow. It is also an 
extremely healthy station, and it is_be- 
lieved that in the course of a very 
short time a number of persons will utilise 
it as a sanatorium for Hong Kong and 
Shanghai and other places on the 
coast of China. It will also be used 
as a sanatorium for our military and 
naval forces. It has been taken over by the 
Colonial Office from 1st January, and 
the new Administrator will be Mr. 
Lockhart, who has had many years 
official experience at Hong Kong. It is 
hoped that in his hands the place will 
be made to yield a much larger revenue 
than that at present, which is something 
like £2,000 a year. The inhabitants are 
mostly fishermen and agriculturists who 
are not rich nor very prosperous, but 
there are capabilities about the colony 
which lead. us to hope that before very 
long it will yeild a much greater revenue 
than at present. Your Lordships will 
recollect that Hong Kong was in very 
much the same position as Wei-Hai-Wei is 
to-day. It has no custom duties, no rail- 
way communication with the interior, and 
yet it has proved to be a very important 
commercial. port, and Wei-Hai-Wai has 


the advantage of being on the highway | 


from the Gulf of Pechili to northern 
China. It has an excellent harbour, 
labour is cheap, and there is therefore 
every reason to believe that it will 
continue to be a useful and valuable 
possession. At any rate the rumour 
that there is an intention on the part 


of His Majesty’s Government to give it. 


up, either returning it to China or 
handing it over to any other Power, is 
entirely without foundation. His 
Majesty’s Government have no inten- 


tion of abandoning the place, which | 
they believe to be a very valuable | 
possession. 


The EarL oF ROSEBERY: I am 
sure your Lordships must have listened 
to the statement which has just been 


The Earl of Onslow. 
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with which I have heard it. I was in 
no degree prepared for the declaration 
just made by the noble Earl, or I should 
have refreshed my memory by reference 
tothe statements which were made at 
the time when Wei-Hai-Wei was first 
occupied. I do not know whether [ 
correctly pronounce the name of this. 
place, but after the declaration made on 
behalf of the Government by the noble 
Earl it seemshardly worth while troubling 
toascertain. I recollect that. the aequisi- 
tion of the place was announced with a 
flourish of trumpets, and now apparently 
all that is thought of it is that it is an 
important watering place. Am I to 
understand that the inquiry as to its 
naval and military value was held sub- 
sequent to its occupation by the Govern- 
ment? If so, some of the statements 
which were made at the time of its 
acquisition would appear to have been 
put forward with more rashness than 
was becoming in the case of a Govern- 
ment taking over an important port in 
an empire like China. 


The Eart or ONSLOW: The inquiries 
were made subsequent to the lease. 


The EarL or ROSEBERY: Wei-Hai- 
Wei is no longer a naval base. It is no 
longer a place of arms; no longer a pro- 
tection for our commerce or our fleets. 
It has become a sort of second-rate 
watering place. We are encouraged to 
hope that its salubrious climate will 
induce people to come and spend what 
is known as the unhealthy season there. 
I have no doubt that, if your lordships 
consult the original authorities, you will 
find that the statements made by the 
Government when this place was occu- 
pied, compare somewhat strangely with 
the very piano announcement we have 
just listened to from the Under Secretary 
for the colonies. 


Viscount GOSCHEN: My Lords, I 
shall certainly refresh my memory with 
regard tothe declarations of the Govern- 
ment on the occasion of the taking over 
of Wei- Hai- Wei. Iam not at all sure 
that I did not myself point out some of 
its advantages ; and as one who held a 
|responsible position at the Admiralty 


3 | when Wei-Hai-Wei was acquired, I have- 
made. with the same mingled feelings | listened with a certain amount of sur~ 
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prise to some of the statements of the 
Under Secretary for the Colonies. I do 


not think he conveyed the impression | 


which the noble Earl opposite seems to 
have derived from his statement that it 
is only lately that any inquiry has been 
made with reference to the  stratagic 
and international position of Wei-Hai-Wei 
I can assure your Lordships that long ago 
the most exhaustive inquiries were made 
into the capacities of Wei-Hai-Wai in 
various respects. The question of the 
number of guns requisite for its fortifi- 
eation was carefully examined ; and the 
subject of a breakwater was likewise 
considered. In fact, dredgers had been 
sent out to deepen the water. The 
number of battleships which could find 
anchorage within the bay was also fully 
inquired into. There was no lack of 
information originally; but I am dis- 
posed to think that on review His 


Majesty’s Government have come to the | 


conclusion, on fresh information acquired 
that the first opinions as to the value of 
Wei-Hai-Wei as a naval and military 
base cannot be sustained. I have no 
doubt that the Government have con- 
sulted the best naval and_ military 
authorities on the subject. There can 
be no doubt at the same time that Wei- 
Hai-Wei occupies a most important posi- 
tion in the Gulf of Pechili; and any 
Power holding it possesses a strategical 
advantage. | am sure His Majesty’s 
Government will be prepared to give 
your Lordships far more information 
with reference to the change of policy 
which has been considered advisable 
than has been afforded to-day. I:hope 
the Government will state whether. the 
cecision not to fortify Wei- Hai- Wei is 
based on financial or stragetical consid- 
erations. I am. glad to hear that if 
Wei-Hai-Wei is not to be fortified, there 


is no intention of handing it over to 


another Power or of returning it to 
China. Even if we do not fortify Wei 
Hai-Wei, it would be very inconvenient 
for the whole of our naval operations in 
the China seas if it were held by any other 
Power. I feel that your Lordships have , 
not sufficient information before you to | 
enable you adequately to debate the 
the charge of policy on the part of 
Government. As to the proposed dis- | 


bandment of the Chinese regiment, I | 
had always understood that the regiment | 


{10 Fepruary 1902} 


‘impressed by a 





Wei-Hai-Wei. 


'had been a very successful experiment. 
| but if thereare any international reasons 
against making a fuller statement as to 
why it is to be disbanded, I shall be per- 
fectly satisfied with the explanation of 
the Government. 
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THE Eart or PORTSMOUTH: My 
Lords, when I saw the Question of the 
noble Earl on the Paper, I referred to the 
speeches which were made in_ both 
Houses of Parliament by the responsible 
advisers of the Crown at the time of the 
occupation of Wei-Hai-Wei. The First 
Lord of the Treasury stated in the other 
House, when this matter was being 
conisdered, that—- 


“Tf any British subject is foolish enough to 
go to Wei-Hai-Wai for commercial purposes 
ne will have every facility.” 

It seems perfectly clear, therefore, that 
for commercial purposes Wei-Hai-Wei is 
not held in very high estimation by the 
Leader of the House of Commons. Within 
a very short time after that statement 
was made, the noble voir ing at the head 
of the Government stated in this House 
that— 

“Tt is necessary that we should have a ccal- 
ing station and a naval station in that region, 
and Wei-Hai-Wei will answer that purpose. 
[have no doubt that in commercial advan- 
taves it will amply seeure us, and will more 
than compensate us for any expenditure which 
may be incurred upon it.” 

If the statement of the noble Ear] the- 
Under-Secretary today means anything, 
it means that the Government are not 
going to spend any money upon Wei- 
Hai-Wei. If Wei-Hai-Wei is not to 
be fortified and no money spent 
upon it, I maintain that the place 
will not be a strength but a menace to 
us, and that, therefore, if, we are not to: 
take the necessary precautions to 
strengthen our position there, we had 
much better retire. I cannot help being 
sense of the extra- 
ordinarily flippant and careless way in 


| which the matter has been dealt with on 


the part of the Government. 


* THE FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (The Earl of SELBORNE): My 
Lords, I shall be prepared to go into this 
question at length on any occasion on 
which any one of your Lordships brings 
it again before the notice of the House, 
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‘and I think perhaps later on we shall be 
in a better position to discuss it in the 
fullest detail. But I have now and at 
once to say that the decision of this 
question has not been financial. It has 
been purely strategical, and that strategy 
was purely naval. Lord Rosebery 
spoke of Wei-Hai-Wei as a_ possible 
protection to British commerce. I think 
on reflection the noble Earl would not 
repeat that. The only protection to 
British commerce in Chinese seas is the 
Navy, and the value and importance of 
Wei-Hai-Wei is purely relative to the 
Navy. Naval opinion as to the proper 
method of utilising Wei-Hai-Wei has 
differed, and does differ ; but speaking 
as one who has closely studied this 
question for more than a year, perhaps 
1 may say that the balance of naval 
opinion is very decidedly in favour 
of the course which the Government 
hasadopted. There are,roughly speaking, 


{LORDS} 
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*THeE Eart oF SELBORNE: Iam sure 


the noble Earl will recognise that some 
of the Papers are confidential and 
cannot be published. 


Eart SPENCER: Yes, but there must 
be some that can be presented. 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL [4.1] 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the day for the Second Reading 
read. 


Lorp GLENESK: My Lords, the 
object of their Bill is to establisha 
system under which plumbers can, if 
they please, be registered. I have every 
reason to believe that the measure has 
the approval of plumbers and sanitary 
authorities throughout the country. It 
will enable a plumber who has properly 
qualified himself, to be registered 
under such conditions that he may 





‘two alternatives. One is to make Wei- | 
Hai-Wei a fortress like Hong Kong, the | 
other is to use it as a peace base, and | 
not to commit ourselves to the custody 
of a fortress. The naval opinion has 


thereafter be regarded as an absolutely 


efficient public servant. Registration, 
while it will give the plumber an 
additional privilege, will give the 


public the knowledge that they have 
before them a man who neither from 





been pronounced, and I thoroughly 
concur with it, in favour of the! 
latter course as against the former. | 
While that decision has been taken, and | 
while naval opinion has pronounced 
itself in the degree I have mentioned in 
favour of this course, naval opinion is 
unanimous as to the value—the very 
great value—of this base to the Navy, 
its value to the efficiency of the Navy, 
and its value to the health of the 
Navy; and while I should oppose 
personally any attempt to turn Wei-Hai- | 
Wei into a fortress like Hong Kong, [| 
should also determinedly oppose any | 
idea of surrendering it. 





} 


Eart SPENCER: The speech of the | 
noble Earl the First Lord of the| 
Admiralty shows that since the lease of | 
Wei-Hai-Wei there has been a complete | 
change of policy on the part of His| 
Majesty’s Government. I wish to know | 
whether it is the intention of the| 
Government to produce Papers 
Reports on the subject. in order that | 


your Lordships may judge how far the | 


|the whole neighbourhood. 


haste, greed, nor ignorance, will endanger 
the lives of themselves or their children, 
and, perhaps, the sanitary condition of 
Plumbing 
requires special training, and a great 
deal of knowledge on the part of those 
who act as plumbers. It seems a very 
easy thing to conduct water into or out 
of a house, but a great amount of 
technical knowledge is required to make 
a plumber a first-class craftsman. I 
trust that the Bill will receive the 
approval of your Lordships. 


Bill read 2° (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


GOVERNMENT MEAT CONTRACTS. 
Eart CARRINGTON: My Lords, I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War—(1) What was the contract 
rice per lb. in the Government contract 
with the South African Supply and 


and | Cold Storage Company, who made a 


million profit on the transaction; (2) 
What is the contract price under the 


action of the Government can be! present arrangement with Messrs. Berg] 


justified. 
The Earl of Selborne. 


and Company; (3) Wasthe undertaking 
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given in writing by the contractors that | the former contracts were made the 
“Colonial meat should as far as possible | work of distribution in South Africa was 
be imported into South Africa” in the | more difficult than now. 
original contract with Mr. Bergl, or was | 
it inserted after the protests of Messrs.,; EarL CARRINGTON: I do not com- 
Seddon and See. | plain of the noble Lord interrupting me. 
| Information by interruption is quite as 
*Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE | valuable as in any other form. It is well 
ror WAR (Lord RactaN): My Lords, | known that frozen meat can be supplied 
the noble Earl is, no doubt, aware that it | at Cape Town from Australia and New 
is not usual to give the prices of these | Zealand—a supply ten times more than 
contracts, but on this occasion I am able | would be required to feed a quarter of a 
to give the information. The price of | million of troops—at from 34d. to 4}d. per , 
the new contract made by Messrs. Bergl | lb. The noble Lord defended the contract 
and Company is for fresh meat—that is to | on account of the cost of distribution. If 
say live meat—about 84d. per lb., and for | the railways in South Africa were like, 
frozen meat about 54d per lb., which is| say, the Great Northern Railway here, 
about 14d. per lb. cheaper thantheformer who charge a prohibitive tariff which 
contract of the Cold Storage Company. | prevents farmers being able to sell their 
I have no information as to the profits | meat at a profitin London, I should say 
made by the Cold Storage Company, but | nothing, but noble Lords should remem- 
I would point out to the noble Earl that | ber that the South African railway is a 
they have a large civilian business in | miserable single line. I am informed, on 
addition to their contracts for the Army. | good authority, that there was no ex- 
With regard to the third question, the | pense whatever, either in sending men, 
actual undertaking was not signed until | amnunition, meat, or hospital comforts ; 
after the receipt of the telegrams from | and, therefore, I respectfully submit that 
Mr. Seddon and Mr. See, but a distinct | the argument of the noble Lord breaks 
and definite undertaking had been given | down. I wish it to be distinctly under- 
in the presence of witnesses more than a | stood that,in bringing this matter before 
fortnight before. |the House, I am not advocating any 
| stinting of the brave troops. who, for the 
Eart CARRINGTON: I am very last two and a half years have been fight- 
much obliged to the noble Lord for the | ing the battles of their country in South 
information he has been good enough to | Africa. There is a great division of 
give me on this subject, which is one of | opinion on the Liberal side of the House 
great public interest. I would point out | as to the origin and conduct of the war, 
that the Cold Storage Company made a | but on one thing we are all agreed—every 
profit of a million, and a return of 140 responsible member of the Liberal Party 
per cent. on their money. Theircontract |is agreed — namely, that everything 
was, I understand, 10d. per lb. for fresh | possible should be done in the interests of 


meat ? | the soldiers at the front. I have brought 
| the matter forward, in order to show that 
*LorD RAGLAN: Yes. 'the original contract must have been 


| entered into in a slipshod manner when 
Eart CARRINGTON: Tenpence per | the company were able to make a million 
ib. seems to me an enormous contract | sterling profit. 
price for meat. Noble Lords probably| We have been told by Ministers in 
know that the primest cut of the primest _another place that there is to be a saving 
meat of this country—say the baron of | of £700,000 on the fresh contract. It is 
beef supplied at the Royal Table at) pleasant to hear this, though it seems 
Winsor Castle—would not come to more | to me to be a curious contract. We are 
than 11d. per lb. ‘told that the lowest tender was that of 
‘Mr. Bergl, who, in tendering, said he 
*LORD RAGLAN : I wish to correct a | did so on behalf of a syndicate, who wanted 
misapprehension. The contract price is to form a company. Naturally, some 
not only for the supply of the meat ; it | backers were required. The sum of 
includes also its distribution. When | £200,000 was deposited and a com- 
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pany with a_ capital 
formed, and the company has been 
registered, not in London, but in Pre- 
toria. Mr. Bergl is a gentleman of 
Polish and Hebrew nationality, and, as 
Lord Stanley admitted in another 
place last week, was fined £10 for putting 
a false label and description on meat 
exposed for sale, the magistrate making 
some very strong remarks on the 
transaction. I am told, and the noble 
Lord will correct me if | am wrong, that 
the principal backers behind Mr. Bergl 
are gentlemen called Houlder, the 
proprietors of the MHoulder Line of 
steamers, and Burt, Potter, and Hughes 
of the Federal Line, trading direct with 
Argentina. Behind these backers, I 
believe it is an open secret in the City, 
are certain gentlemen named, Samuel 
Weil, Benjamin Weil, David Harris, 
Carl Meyer, Carl Hanan, John Stroyal. 
Isaac Lewis, Agar Beit—better known, I 
believe, as Alfred Beit—and Solly Joel, 
“Solly”’ being, I am informed, an ab- 
breviation for Solomon. Lord Stanley, 
when asked a Question in another place, 
said he was not aware whether Mr. 
Bergl had. resold his entire interest. to 
Messrs. Wernher, Beit, Leiss, and Marks 
for £100,000. But in today’s Daily 
Chronicle there is a statement that in a 
paper called Cold storage, Messrs. Wernher, 
Beit & Co, state that they are not 
interested in any meat contract. So 
that if Mr. Agar Beit is interested in 
this contract he must be interested 
solely as a private individual. 

So that, as the matter stands now, the 
Argentine Shipping Companies are the 
carriers, Solly Joel and Company are the 
distributors, and Bergl and Company are 
the providers. No wonder, therefore, 
we have a protest from. Australia and 
New Zealand, from which countries 
meat can be supplied at Cape Town at 
the identical cost of meat from Argentine, 
owing to the difference in the cost for 
coal. I think there is something in the 
uneasiness that is felt in Australia and 
New Zealand as to their meat—their 
staple product—being rather unfairly 
treated, and an undue preference given 
to Argentine meat; and it seems to me 
that the noble Lord the Under Secretary 
of State for War was rather drawing the 
long bow when he described this 
syndicate, which certainly does not sug- 

Earl Carrington. - 


{LORDS} 
of £650,000 | 


Meat Contracts. 816 


gest Antipodean or Australian names, as 
one having close and intimate relations: 
with Australia and New Zealand. Mr. 
Bergl, no doubt, has a very warm corner 
in his heart for Australjian meat, because 
he got into trouble by describing meat 
which was not New Zealand as ‘‘ prime 
Canterbury lamb.” I think we may 
fairly say that there is some justification 
for the strong and spirited protests of 
Mr. See and Mr. Seddon, the Prime: 
Ministers of New South Wales and New 
Zealand. Mr. Seddon, in the course of a 
very patriotic speech at Wellington on 
February 4th of this year, when the last 
contingent, was being despatched to South 
Africa, referred to the grave injustice 
done to Australia and New Zealand by 
the taking of a large quantity of meat 
from Argentine for the use of the troops 
in South Africa. He went on to say— 


**This action had caused widespread irrita- 
tion, and the feeling about it was becoming 
intensely bitter. Every Chamber of Commerce 
had passed resolutions against thisaction. He 
was informed tiat already a large steamer had 
been withdrawn from Australia in order to; 
proceed to the Argentine for meat.” 


Mr. Seddon concluded by saying that 
no reply to his protest had yet been 
received from the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies. The House ought to be 
informed distinctly whether Mr. Bergl 
had any opportunity of amending his 
contract after the tenders were sent in 
and before the completion of the contract, 
and why the Government let the contract 
without ascertaining who the Company 
were and who were to execute it? When 


this question was asked in another place 


—it was not answered—the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies was reported to 
have interpolated the remark— 
“ What does that matter.” 

That seems to me to go to the root of the 
whole question. What does it matter? 
The Government appear to be so secure 
in their three to one majority in the 
other House, and in their twelve to 
one majority in this House, that 
their motto seems to be, ‘“ Nothing 
matters.” But I venture to think 
this question does matter, and it 
should be probed to the bottom. I am 
so dissatisfied with the manner in which 
these contracts have been made by His 
Majesty’s Government that on an early 


date I shall move for Papers relating to 
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the whole of the Meat Contracts to be 
laid on the Table of your Lordships’ 
House, and if these are refused I shall 
most certainly take the sense of the 
House upon the matter. 


*Lorp RAGLAN: I can assure the 
noble Earl that the work of distribution 
was not such an easy matter as he seems 
to imagine. It involved distribution over 
the entire surface of British South Africa, 
and the meat had to be delivered how, 
when, and where, and in what proportions 
of fresh and frozen the officer command- 
ing the troops desired. The noble Earl 
has accused me, somewhat unfairly, of 
drawing the long bow with regard to Mr. 
Bergl’s backers. I am not in the habit of 
doing that either in private or official 
life, and when | make a statement in this 
House I make it to the best of my belief 
and according to the information at my 
disposal. Messrs. Houlder, one of Mr. 
Bergl’s guarantors, are partners with him 
in owning large meat works in Queens 
land. The other guarantors, the Federal 
Steamship Company, own meat works in 
New Zealand, and in Brisbane and 
Sydney. Therefore, I think I was hardly 
wrong in describing the guarantors of Mr. 
Berg! as gentlemen with very large 
financial interests, in the meat line 
especially, in Australia and New Zealand. 
The noble Earl also read out a long list 
of gentlemen who, he had been informed, 
had shares in this company. That list 
was practically correct, and it appeared 
to me that many of the names were those 
of gentlemen of considerable financial 
stability. 


Earn CARRINGTON: I 


has caused the noble Lord any annoyance. 
My reference was in no way personal. 
All I meant to convey was that the noble 
Lord was the official mouthpiece of the 
Government ; but if any word I have used 
has given him pain, I most unhesitatingly 
withdraw it, and express my regret for 
having used it. 


THE MERCANTILE MARINE. 
* Lorpv MUSKERRY :.My Lords, I rise 


to call the attention of the House to the 
composition of the Committee appointed 


to inquire into offences against discip- | 


line and other matters in the Mercantile 
Marine. 
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mittee was appointed by the President 
of the Board of Trade to inquire into 


and report upon the following matters :— 
(1) the causes that have led to the 
employment of a large and increasing 
proportion of lascars and foreigners in 
the British Merchant Service and the 
effect of such employment upon the 
reserve of seamen of British nationality 
available for naval purposes in time of 
peace or war; (2) the sufficiency or 
otherwise of the existing law and 
practice for securing proper food, 
accommodation, medical attention, and 
reasonable conditions of comfort and 
well-being for seamen of British 
merchant ships; (3) the prevalence 
of desertion and other offences against 
discipline in the Mercantile Marine, and 
to make such recommendations with 
regard to these matters as they may 
think fit. Now, with regard to the 
gentlemen appointed on this Committee. 
The first is Sir Francis Jeune, the 
Chairman. To this appointment no 
exception can be taken, as the learned 
Judge very worthily and ably represents 
the legal element of the Committee. 
The second member is Mr. Anderson, a 
shipowner, and I agree that the ship- 
owners have a right to, and should, be 
represented on a Committee of this 
description. The third member is 
Captain Blake, an Elder Brother of 
the Trinity House, who, I presume, 
is supposed to represent — ship- 
captains. But, as I understand, he does 
not do so, as you will see by this ex- 
tract from a letter addressed to the 


| Board of Trade by the Merchant Service 
desire to) 
express my regret if anything I have said | 


Guild— 


“The only nominal representative of the 
cloth—Captain H. Acton Blake, whose per- 
sonal ability and integrity are unquestioned— 
holds, unfortunately, opinions which are en- 
tirely dissented from by the members of the 
Guild, and of other bodies. [am to refer you 
to his Paper, ‘Seafaring as a Vocation,’ as read 
before the London Shipmasters’ Society, on 
the 26th October, 1900. The great majority 
ef members of the profession differed from his 


| opinions expressed in the Paper. The Secretary 
| ot the Society characterised it as applicable, 
not to what a sea life really is, but, rather, to 


what it ought or might be. Two captains who 


| were present, utterly dissented from the views 


set forth in the Paper, whilst another member 
stated that the experience of the majority was 
dead against the contentions of Captain Blake, 
and that he appeared to regard the Mercantile 
Marine from the point of view of one who sat 


On 13th January last a Com: | in the sunshine and preached to those in the 
' 








819 Mercantile 


cold shade of neglect. Therefore, being in the 
possession of the pronounced views of Captain 
Acton Blake, there is much cause for alarm in 


the knowledge that the evils which are certain | 
to be brought before the Committee, may be | 
viewed from the optimistic stand point of his | 


Paper.’ 


The fourth member of the Committee | 
is Mr. Thomas Burt, M.P., who, I under- | 


stand, was a miner and is now a miners’ 


representative. I have heard nothing but | 


what is good about this gentleman, but, 
however worthy he may be, I cannot 
conceive why he was placed on this 
Committee, or what possible knowledge 
he can have of purely maritime matters. 
The fifth member of the Committee is 


Captain Chalmers, the sole and only, 


professional member of the Board of 
Trade, but as such, and as a paid 


Government official, the profession cannot | 
in any way regard him as a represen- | 


tative. The sixth member of the Com- 
mittee is Colonel Denny, a shipbuilder. 
He is a very necessary member of the 


Committee, when you remember that one | 


of the matters to be inquired into is 
accommodation. The seventh member is 
Mr. Walter J. Howell, the Secretary of 
the Marine Department of the Board of 
Trade. The eighth member is Vice- 
Adwiral Lloyd. Now, if it had been an 
inquiry into matters concerning the Royal 
Navy, I could have understood this 
gentleman beirg on the Committee, but 


I doubt very much if the gallant Admiral 


has ever been much in touch with, or 
knows much of, the interior working of 
the Mercantile Marine. The ninth mem- 
ber is Mr. W. Milburn, a shipowner, and 
what I said about Mr. Anderson applies 
also to him. The tenth and last member 
is Mr. J. Havelock Wilson, who has cer- 
tainly had some experience of the sea, in, 
I understand, the capacity of steward. 
I have not heard that he served in any 
other position. He is at present, I 
believe, Secretary of a Seamen and Fire- 


men’s Union, which is not registered. | 
Whatever qualifications this gentleman | 


might have to inquire into and report 
on Clauses 1 and 2, I think your Lord- 
ships will agree, when you have heard 
what I will bring under your notice, that 
he is most unfit to inquire into, or report 
on Clause 3—the one dealing with deser- 
tion and other offences against discipline 
in the Mercantile Marine. Here is a 


copy of the circular which Mr. Wilson | 


sent during the strike at Rotterdam, 
Lord Muskerry. 
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| to the seamen and firemen on British 
| ships— 
| 

“ Fellow Seafarers: —The dock labourers: 
| and other port workers of Rotterdam, to the 
number -of some 12,000, are now on strike, 
|and I am informed that an effort is being 
| made to compel the crews of British ships to 
work cargo, and to assist in defeating their 
fellow workmen in their struggle for fair con. 
ditions. I appeal to every one of you to 
absolutely refuse to do anything which will 
assist to bring about the defeat of the dock 
| labourers. If you are on monthly boats, you 
are perfectly safe to refuse to touch or handle 
cargo. If you are on weekly boats where you 
may be discharged on arrival at the home 
port, and they insist upon your working 
cargoes, ‘Ca’ canny !’—that is to say, take 
it easy. There is no reason why you should 
overwork yourselves, and assist in injuring. 
| your fellow workmen. You may be offered 
extra pay. Don’t accept it. Remember, every 
sixpence you take for such work means the 
starving of the wives and children of the dock 
labourers. Money taken for such work will 
never benefit you. Should this strike continue, 
I may find it necessary to visit Rotterdam at 
|an early date to look after the interest of 
sailors and firemen. 

‘* Yours fraternally, 
(Signed) “J. HAVELOCK WILSON. 


(General President of the National Sailors’, 
Firemen’s and Fishermen’s Union of 
Great Britain and Ireland.”’) 


Marine. 


Your Lordships will see that he directly 
incited seamen and firemen to refuse to 
obey the orders of their captains and 
officers. A short time ago there was an 
article in The Times on this very Com- 
mittee, the purport of which was that 
the President of the Board of Trade, 
having been bombarded with questions 
by the Irish Members on shipping matters, 
often of the most trivial kind, in pur- 
suance of their compact with their friend 
Mr. Wilson, the President, in order 
to escape this worry, appointed this Com- 
mittee and placed Mr. Wilson on it. 
The article is rather a long one, and, 
with the exception of a very short para- 
graph, I do not propose to read it. The 
paragraph I wish to quote is as follows— 

“The opinion is openly expressed in ship- 
owning circles that the Committee was 
demanded in the personal interests of Mr. 
Havelock Wilson, so that he might once more 
come to the front, and was conceded by Mr. 
Gerald Balfour in order that he might havea 
somewhat more comfortable time in Parlia- 
ment this session than the Irish Party, acting 
'as Mr. Havelock Wilson’s representatives, 
would have otherwise have allowed him to 
have.” 

I can hardly credit the statements made 
|in this article. Surely, if any Minister 
| 








82 
dic 
hi 
hi 
pe’ 
Mi 
an 
un 
tin 
off 
pri 
m} 
Lo 
Loi 
the 
Wil 
I C 
strc 
pro 
spol 
inv 
nan 
Con 
repc 
gree 
Mar 
the 
Lor¢ 
of m 
able 
—| 
chan 
is no 
won 
show 
lette 
of th 
“ T 
throu 
in wh 
at the 
men 


mitte 
Witne 


Th 
Trad 
Merc! 
body 
ottice 
the Vv 
Servi 
Maste 
societ: 
lack « 
the C 
as th 
tuted, 
memb 
with | 
I am 








820 
itish 


yurers: 
o the 
trike,. 
being: 
ips to 
their 
r con- 
ou to 
h will 
dock 
s, you 
andle 
e you 
home 
rking 
take 
should 
juring. 
yffered 
every 
is the 
> dock 
k will 
tinue, 
am at 
est of 


3ON. 


lors’, 


on of 


rectly 
ise to 
; and 
ras all 
Con- 
; that 
"rade, 
stions 
itters, 
pur- 
friend 
order 
Com- 
m it. 
_ and, 
para- 

The 
yws— 
1 ship- 
> was 
of Mr. 
p more 
by Mr. 
have a 
Parlia- 
acting 
atives, 
1im to 


‘made 


inister” 





821 Mercantile 


did so prostitute his position and misuse 
his powers as to appoint, simply to save 
himself some worry, an utterly unfit 
person to a position of great trust, that 
Minister would be unworthy of his post, 
and should be called on to resign. | 


understand that Mr. Wilson has several | 


times been convicted and punished for 


offences against the law. He was im- | 
prisoned for six weeks at Cardiff. Yet, 


my Lords, he has been placed on the 
Local Marine Board of the Port of 
London 
the Merchant Shipping Act, which Mr. 
Wilson has constantly set at defiance. 
I can only describe this, in place of a 
stronger term, as a most. extraordinary 
proceeding on the part of those re- 
sponsible for it, and one that badly needs 
investigation. The ten Gentlemen whose 
names I have mentioned comprise the 
Committee who are to inquire into and 
report on matters that are not only of 
great importance to the Mercantile 
Marine, but to the United Kingdom and 
the British Empire in general. Your 
Lordships will observe that of that body 
of men who are most interested and best 
able to give an opinion on these matters 
—I mean the ship captains of the mer- 
chant service—now in active service there 
isnot one member. Can your Lordships 
wonder, therefore, at the feeling that is 
shown in the following extract from a 
letter received by me from the secretary 
of the Merchant Service Guild ?— 

“ The greatest indignation is being expressed 
throughout the whole service at the manner 
in which this Committee has been formed, and 
at the Jack of a sufficient number of practical 
men who would be able to guide the Com- 
mittee in their dealings, and elicit from the 
Witnesses what would be required.” 

There is no excuse for the Board of 
Trade. They could have applied to the 
Merchant Service Guild, the largest 
body of ship captains and certified 
officers in the United Kingdom or in 
the world ; or to the Mercantile Marine 
Service Association, the London Ship 
Masters’ Society, or other kindred 
societies, and there would have been no 
lack of eminently practical men to aid 
the Committee in their enquiry. But 
as the Committee is at present consti- | 
tuted, both shipowners and the educated 
members of the profession regard it | 
with distrust, and consider it a farce. 
I am afraid that the result of the Com- | 
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a Board appointed to administer | 


Mercantile Marine. 





Marine. 822 


mittee’s labours will be the same as- 
| what I once heard the Prime Minister 
describe as the usual result of a Royal 
|Commission—namely, nothing. I would 
|suggest that either this Committee be 
| dissolved and a new one appointed in its: 
place, or that the present one be re- 
constructed, and those members who 
are not qualified for an inquiry into 
matters concerning the Mercantile 
Marine replaced by practical men fully: 
acquainted with the subject under: 
discussion, such as ship captains who: 
have not retired from active service and 
are fully up-to-date. Then the Com- 
mittee will secure that confidence on the 
part of the shipowners and the profession 
which it does not at present possess. I 
may say that, important as the matters 
are that the Committee propose to deal 
with, they do not embrace the interest of 
the Mercantile Marine as a whole, which 
I understood was the primary intention 
of the Board of Trade. Two most im- 
portant subjects have not been mentioned. 
In view of the rapidly increasing com- 
petition of other nations, who rightly 
regard their merchant navies as most. 
important factors, both in peace and 
war, and encourage their shipowners in 
every way, the Committee should con- 
sider what encouragement and assistance 
could be rendered to our own shipowners 
to enable them to hold their own 
against foreign competition. Another 
important matter is the presence of 
foreign masters and officers in our own 
ships. In Ireland we have suffered for 
the past thirty years from ill-advised and 
unstatesmanlike legislation, but though 
the mischief has been very great, Ireland 
is but a very small portion of His 
Majesty’s dominions, and those who have 
principally suffered have been the friends 
and supporters of the Government. As 
yet the mischief has not extended beyond 
Ireland. But if there is any truth in 
the allegations made in Zhe Times article 
it seems that the same disastrous policy 
is commencing to be applied to the 
Then the evil effects 


_will no longer be confined to a small 
portion of the Empire but will extend 
far and wide, to the detriment of that 
service on which, under the good provi- 
dence of God, second only to the Royal 
Navy, the wealth, strength, and safety 
of this Kingdom doth mainly depend. 
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* Toe SECRETARY To tHe BOARD oF | 
TRADE (The Earl of DupLey): My Lords, 
I regret very much to hear that the 
noble Lord is not satisfied with the 
composition of the Committee recently 
appointed by the President of the Board of 
Trade. I am afraid, however, that it will 
be an absolutely impossible task toattempt 
to satisfy all the conflicting interests 
and views on the subject of the Mercantile 
Marine. The views expressed by my 
noble friend on these matters are very 
similar to those held by the Merchant 
Service Guild, who are, no doubt, 
distressed that no member of their body 
has been appointed to serve on this 
Committee ; but without any disrespect 
to them I see no reason why they should 
have been selected any more than any 
other Association (there are many) to 
supply the Committee with a representa- 
tive of the shipmasters. Captain Blake, 
who has been selected, has had a very 
long experience of the sea. He has 
served in sailing vessels, in steam- 
ships, in tramps, and in men-of-war, 
and has only recently left the sea. His 
knowledge is, therefore, what my noble 
friend calls up-to-date. Captain Blake 
is an Elder Brother of the Trinity House, 
and is in every way qualified to 
represent the shipmasters upon this 
Committee. It seems to me that the 
noble Lord has entirely misconceived the 
functions of a Committee of this kind. 
He seems to imagine that what is 
wanted is a conglomeration of individuals 
who have already formed preconceived 
opinions with regard to the subjects 
referred to them. That is not my view 
of the functions of a Committee. The 
President of the Board of Trade no 
doubt sought for unprejudiced people, 
men of sense and judgment, who had 
not formed any preconceived notions 
with regard to the subjects that they 
were to be asked to consider. In this 
sense I hold that Captain Blake is a 
most worthy representative of the class 
he represents. My noble friend then 
referred to Mr. Burt. He said, I think, 
that Mr. Burt was a miner or had been 
a miner, and therefore had no practical 
knowledge of seafaring matters. That 
may be perfectly true. No one imagined 
that Mr. Burt was an expert on seafaring 
matters, but he is essentially a man 
of good sense and great judgment. | 


Lord Muskerry. 
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He is known, I think, all over the 
country for those characteristics, and he 
is, to my m nd, an excel ent gentleman 
to put, not: only on this Committee, but 
on any Committee to consider subjects 
upon which information is required, 
Mr. Burt at one time filled an official 
position in the Board of Trade, and he 
is therefore pretty well conversant with 
many of the matters he will have to 
consider. 

I am not going to follow my noble 
friend into his history of Mr. Havelock 
Wilson, for I do not know whether it 
was accurate or not; but I know of 
nobody else who could represent so well 
the seamen and firemen whom it is abso- 
lutely necessary to have represented on 
the Committee. Although it is true 
that the Board of Trade warned Mr. 
Wilson that his position on the London 
Local Marine Board made his signature 
to what was known as the ‘“ Ca’ canny” 
circular most improper, I do not think 
that the issue of that circular is sufficient 
ground for calling in question Mr. 
Wilson’s appointment as a member of the 
Committee. Mr Wilson, as I have said, 
represents very largely tlie seamen and 
firemen, and we hope that he will help 
the Committee with regard to many of 
the questions which they will have to 
consider. Then my noble friend alluded 
to Captain Chalmers. Captain Chalmers 
is, as he says, at present an official of the 
Board of Trade, but he has had a very 
long sea experience. We have always 
found at the Board of Trade that his 
judgment upon marine matters is very 
accurate and very good, and [ am quite 
sure my noble friend may feel certain 
that any views which Captain Chalmers 
may express on this Committee will not 
be in the least prejudiced or coloured 
from an official point of view. My noble 
friend finds fault with the reference to 
this Committee, and contends that we 
have not taken into our net sufficient 
subjects for inquiry. It seems to me 
that the task which the Committee have 
been asked to perform is already large. 
I do not admit for a moment that my 
noble friend or any one else has any 
right to criticise the reference which 
a Minister makes to a Committee. 
The reference is merely an_instruc- 
tion from a Minister who requires 
information upon certain subjects, and 


Marine. 
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it may be assumed that on the subjects 
left out of the reference there is already 
sufficient information at the Board of 
Trade. I am sorry that my noble friend 
is not satisfied, but I think that with 
the exception of the Merchant Service 
Guild and one or two other Associations 
of that character, whose grievances 
may be of a similar kind, the com- 
position of the Committee has been 
received with tolerable satisfaction in 
the country. 


Lorp PIRBRIGHT: I should like to 
ask whether Mr. Havelock Wilson is the 
gentleman who made himself somewhat 
notorious for many years by his oppos- 
ition to shipowners, and who was re- 
garded as a dangerous agitator ? 


* Tue Eart or DUDLEY: Even if 
that is true, it does not affect the 
question. This is not a Shipowners’ 
Committee, but a Committee represen- 
tative of all classes in the Mercantile 
Marine. We have appointed  ship- 
owners, shipmasters, and representatives 
of the seamen and firemen. Whether 
Mr. Havelock Wilson has made fiery 
speeches in the country or not does not 
affect us. : 

CONTINUOUS DISCHARGES. 

Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I beg 
to ask the noble Earl how the con- 
tinuous discharges have been found to 
work, and if they have in any way 
diminished what used to be rather a 
prevalent evil—the practice of men 
failing to join their ships after en- 
gaging themselves and signing the ship’s 
articles. 


XW 


*Tue Ears oF DUDLEY: It is rather 
early yet to say definitely whether they 
will be a success, because they have 
only been in operation for a_ year. 
But, as far as we can judge, they are 
working satisfactorily and we have 
every reason to hope that if they are 
properly supported by both owners 


and masters they will prove to be a's 


success and tend to minimise many of 
the evils of which my noble friend is 
well aware. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Seven o'clock, to 
Thursday next, a quarter 
past Four o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 10th February, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


DILL BUSINESS. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD (SUPER- 

ANNUATION) BILL (BY ORDER). 

Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


PRIVATE 


*(3.15.) Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston 
Manor) said he thought it was highly 
desirable that) the House should not 
give a Second Reading to this Bill with- 
out thoroughly understanding the prin- 
ciples and circumstances involved, and 
therefore he thought it would be better 
either to move its rejection or to propose 
some strict Instruction to the Committee 
with regard to certain matters to which 
he proposed to draw attention. The 
object of the Bill was set forth ww a long 
preamble filling eight pages. It was to 
the effect that from 1886 down 10 the 
present time the London School Board 
had been engaged in endeavouring to 
set upon its legs a superannuation 
scheme for its ofhcers and staff. Un- 
doubtedly the matter appeared to have 
been badly mismanaged by the Board. 
So far as the teachers were concerned, 
however, the Board had been relieved 
by the Teachers’ Superannuation Act of 
1898, but all the other officers were still 
dependent on the Board’s efforts for a 
superannuation scheme. Up till now 
the Board had been unable to establish 
any substantial scheme, and it now came 
to Parliament with what was practically 
a Relief Bill. His contention was firstly 
that if any provision were enacted to 
enable clerks and officers of the London 
School Board to be superannuated, it 
ought to be not for the London School 
Board only, but it should be part of a 
general scheme for the whole country. 
Any such scheme ought to be of general 
application. Secondly, it was not right, 
without due consideration at any rate, 
that the House should give the London 
School Board powers to charge the 


| school fund, that was to say, the London 


2G 
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rates, with this extra scheme of super- 
annuation. Parliament had already 
decided that teachers throughout the 
Kingdom should be superannuated from 
imperial taxation, and there had been 


for several years before the House a/| 


Local Authorities’ Officers Superannua- 
tion Bill which also proposed to charge 
imperial taxaton for superannuation pur- 


poses in the case of the various employees. | 
He did not think it was right in a Bill | 


of that kind to make an exception and 
to give powers to place upon the school 
fund a charge which was certainly not 
contemplated when the fund was 
created in 1870. His third point was 


that there was no statement in the Bill | 


as to the cost to the rates of the scheme, 
and, if the House did decide to send the 
Bill to a Committee, it certainly ought, 
in his humble opinion, to instruct that 
Committee to carefully investigate the 
question of cost. Fourthly, he had some 
suspicion—perhaps it did not amount 
to more than suspicion—that the scheme 
proposed in the Bill was not acceptable 
to the beneficiaries whom it endeavoured 
to assist, and he for one would like to be 
assured, before the Bill was passed, that 
it would be acceptable. That informa- 
tion might be obtained by another 
Instruction to Committee. On these 
grounds he begged to move the rejection 
of the Bill. 


(3.20.) Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN 
(Kent, Tunbridge) said he desired, in 
the fewest possible words, to second the 
Amendment. He would like to assure 
the House that he had no general 
objection to the superannuation of the 
staff of the London School Board, and 
he voted gladly for the Act of 1898, 
which provided a superannuation allow- 
ance for the teachers. But he objected, 
as did his hon. friend, most strongly 
to the Bill, because it proposed to deal 
with the general question in a partial 
and local manner, and by a private 
instead of a public Act. It must be 
remembered that they could not deal 
merely with the officers of the London 
School Board, they must consider the 
claims of the whole class of Government 
officers, including those under Poor Law 
Boards, Sanitary Authorities, and 
Borough Councils. If School Board 


officers were entitled to compensation, so | 


Mr. Evelyn Cecil. 
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also were the officers serving under other 
public bodies, and it was a very strong 
order indeed to ask the House to grant, 
by a private Bill to the London School 


| Board employees, that which should be 


applicable to a very much wider class. 
Secondly, there was the question of 
throwing the expense on the school 
fund. He ventured to think there was 
no precedent for that. The Act of 1898 
laid it down that, in cases where the 
teachers made a certain contribution, 
the Treasury inight grant a further sum 
out of money to be provided by Parlia- 
ment. But the proposition contained 
in this Bill was very different. It was 
most unfair to the ratepayers of London, 
who already paid very heavily for educa- 
tional and other matters, that this 
additional charge should be put upon 
them, when Parliament had _ decided 
that, in the case of the teachers, 
it should be a national charge. It 
was becoming more and more recog- 
nised that education was of national 
rather than of local concern, and that 
the State should pay more towards the 
cost and the local authorities less. For 
that reason he thought it was contrary 
to the general drift of opinion that this 
additional charge should be thrown on the 
school fund. He was afraid the fact was 
that the London School Board, with 
excellent intentions, had thrown out 
certain somewhat delusive hopes to their 
employees which had not been fulfilled. 
They had been unable to carry out their 
proposed scheme, and they now came to 
Parliament to get them out of the 
difficulty, in a way which he thought 
Parliament ought not to do. Under 
these circumstances he had much pleasure 
in seconding the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed, to leave out 
the word “‘ now,” and at the end of the 
Question to add the words, ‘“‘ upon this 


’ 


day six months.” —(Mr, Evelyn Cecil.) 


Question preposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*(3.25.) Dk. MACNAMARA (Camber- 
well, N.) said the observations of the 
hon. Members who had just spoken 
made it necessary that he should briefly 
explain why the Bill was brought forward 
and what it proposed to do. The matter 
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was a very complicated one, but if the | 
House would bear with him for a 
moment or two he would endeavour to 
clear it up. In 1886 the London School 
Board agreed that it was desirable to 
superannuate all its officers—the head 
office staff, teachers, inspectors, superin- 
tendents, visitors, and caretakers—and it 
was decided that they should be sub- 
jected to a two per cent. deduction of 
salary, while the benefit was to be on the 
Civil Service scale—in other words, a 
retiring allowance equal to one-sixtieth 
of the final salary for every year 
of service up to forty-sixtieths. He 
admitted at once that that was a 
reckless and profligate thing to do, 
but they immediately commenced to 
pay the full Civil Service benefit, not 
merely on the years of which there had 
been a deduction of salary, but also on 
all the years of back service for which 
the retiring officers had paid nothing at 
all. As a consequence the younger 
members of the staff soon found that 
they were paying two per cent. of their 
salaries simply to secure a superannua- 
tion allowance for the older members, 
and before 1893 they asked the Board 
to let them come out of the fund, and 
take out their premium payments. In 
that year the Board resolved that all 
teachers who desired to leave the fund 
should be allowed to do so, taking out 
their premium payment, together with 
interest, and the result was that of the 
7,552 teachers in the fund, 5,875 at 
once went out, and of the £86,000 in- 
vested at the time they carried with 
them £61,058. The Board was conse- 
quently compelled to revolutionise the 
benefits which he admitted ought never 


to have been offered, unless rate 
assistance had been secured They 
agreed that the benefits for the 


time should not be on the Civil Service 
scale—which was to be suspended until 
such time as Parliament gave power to 
supplement the fund out of the rates, 
but ona scale which actuarial examination 
made from time to time should prove it 
was able to bear. The result was that 
the people wuo came on the fund after 
that revolution only got one-seventh of 
the scale originally promised, and to-day 
the fund was only able to bear about 
one-sixth. In 1898 the House passed a 


general scheme of superannuation for 
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all elementary teachers partly aided 
out of the Imperial Exchequer fund. 
A large number of the teachers, 
therefore, were now compelled to pay 
to two funds, the Government fund 
and the School Board fund. A general 
agreement had been substantially come to 
that those who desired to come out of 
the School Board fund, and to take their 
premium payments, without interest, 
should be allowed to do so, and that was 
the first thing that this Bill proposed to 
do. But they desired to do something 
more than they were doing at present 
for their other officers, who were paying 
into the fund and were only getting in 
return 17°5 per cent, of the original 
Seale of Civil Service pension. To-day 
the Board had 48 officers on the fund 
and the average superannuation they 
had been ableto pay them was £8 9s. 7d. 
a year after an average of 20 yearsand 8 
months service. The Board resolved to set 
up the scheme which was now set up by 
this Bill, and it was a little remarkable 
that at all the subsequent stages there had 
been absolute unanimity with regard to 
these proposals so far as the School 
Board for London was concerned. What 
did the Board desire to do? First of all 
they desired to carry on the scheme as it 
now stood and to continue the precise 
benefits that that fund could bear, both of 
which desires could be carried out with- 
out the aid of Parliament; but they 
further require to supplement the benefit, 
by an equivalent amount from the 
public rates. Beneficiaries under the 
fund to-day reached 17°5 per cent. of 
the Civil Service scale; if the Bill were 
passed they would get 35 per cent. 
The three last persons to come upon the 
fund had been in the service of the 
School Board for 18 years, 28 years and 
18 years, respectively, and were in 
receipt of £6 8s. 4d., £11 15s. 6u. and 
£6 Os. 9d. a year, respectively. Those 
amounts were grotesque after so long 
a service, but if the Bill were passed 
they could be doubled. But the Bill 
asked for power to do something 
else. The Board was precluded from 
adding to the amount of the superannua- 
tion, so as to make the tota! receivable 
more than the Civil Service scale. 
With regard to the aggregate cost to the 
rates, he pointed out that if they took 
next year and put upon the fund every 
262 
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person liable to come upon it, and 
took the basis of 17°5 of the Civil 
Service scale, the total cost to the 
rates would be £1,227, whilst that 
of the year 1914, when the largest 
charge that was possible would fall upon 
the fund, the liability of the fund itself, 
and consequently the cost to the rate- 
payers, would be £3,290 or ssth of a 
penny in the £ on the rateable value of 
London. But even supposing that the 
fund by a stroke of good luck could afford 
to pay 50 per cent. of the Civil Service 
scale ; although that was a prospect he 
found great difficulty in supposing then 
the cost next year to the ratepayers 
would only be £3,505. and in 1914 with 
the fund at its highest limit, the 
ultimate maximum charge would be 
£9,400 or ‘sth of a penny in the £ and 
if the fund ever paid more than 50 per 
cent. of the Civil Service scale the public 
of obligation would of course be reduced 
accordingly. He appealed to the House 
therefore. as the Bill was a moderate 
measure, although in the opinion of the 
staff it did not go far enough, to give it 
a Second Reading at any rate. 


*(3.38.) Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) 
supported the Second Reading of the Bill 
for very much the same reasons that were 
given by the hon. Members who opposed 
it. In his opinion it was the best scheme 
that could be desired in the interest 
of the ratepayers. The hon. Gentleman 
had said due _ consideration ought 
to be given to the Bill, and he doubted 
whether it could receive the considera- 
tion it merited at the present time. 
That no doubt was so, but to summarily 
reject a Bill for that reason was a most 
arbitrary course to adopt, although he 
could quite understand such a ground 
being put forward for the Second Reading 
being adjourned. It was an extremely 
complicated question which had engaged 
the attention of the School Board for 
many years, and one which afew moments 
debate could not be expected to settle. 
The Bill was to disentangle a knot into 
which the School Board finances had 
got. The fact as to whether the scheme 
originated with one party or the other 
ought not to affect the House of Com- 
mittee in their judgment on the present 
method of relieving the Board from the 
scheme. The plain fact was that, so far 
Dr. Macnamara. 
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back as 1886, the School Board for 
London thought of superannuation for 
their teachers, and they could not be 
blamed for having endeavoured to carry 
the plan out. The hon Member for Tun- 
bridge had rather deprecated dealing 
in a private Bill of this kind, with a 
matter relating specially to London, but 
the London County Council under both 
private and public Bills had obtained 
similar powers, and the Poor Law Officers 
also enjoyed large benefits under the 
Act of 1896. The claim on the rate- 
payers would not be a heavy one, and 
this Bill was the best bargain the rate- 
payers could make to get them out of 
the difficulty. The details could be 
thrashed ont in Committee, as it was 
manifestly impossible to discuss them 
fully on a Second Reading debate. He 
hoped therefore that the House would 
not, on the very slight grounds alleged 
by his hon. friend, summarily refuse 
further progress to this Bill, but that 
they would give the Bill a Second Read- 
ing and send it to a Committee. 


*Sir FRANCIS 8. POWELL (Wigan) said 


he had served on a Committee on this 


question some years ago, but could 
not now enter into actual figures. 
Since that Committee investigated 


the question pensions had been given 
through the action of this House to 
teachers, and he thought they ought to 
rest satisfied with that provision, which 
referred to all teachers, board school 
as well as voluntary school teachers. 


(3.46.) Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) 
said that as a London Member he was very 
much interested in the rates, and he 
should like to draw attention to the 
extraordinary way in which the finance 
of small matters before the House seemed 
to have been managed. No thought had 
apparently been given as to whether the 
scheme was sound or not, and _ the 
officials concerned were led to believe 
that they would receive pensions which 
were impossible under the scheme. If 
that were a specimen of the way in which 
the finance of the London School Board 
was managed, he was not surprised that 
the opinion generally entertained regard- 
ing it was that it was unsatisfactory. 
It was a very simple matter to calculate 
the premiums; yet a scheme was estab- 
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lished without any trouble being taken 
in that direction, and now the unfortu- 
nate London ratepayer was called on to 
make good the amount. 


*(3.50.) Mr. EVELYN CECIL said 
he would be willing to withdraw his 
Amendment onthe understanding that 
some Instruction such as the follow- 
ing be agreed to—‘That-it be an 
Instruction to the Committee that 
they have power (1) to consider 
whether it is desirable that the scheme 
of superannuation contained in the 
Bill should be extended to the non- 
teaching staffs of all elementary schools 
in the Kingdom; and (2) whether the 


charge involved should fall on the school | 


fund or the Treasury.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
that the hon. Member is willing to with- 
draw his Amendment ? 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL: Yes, Sir, if an 
Instruction is agreed to. 


* Dp: 
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Do I understand | 


MACNAMARA said that the | 
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North British Railway (General 
Powers) Bill. 

North British Railway (Steam Vessels) 
Bill. 

Ordered, that the Bills] be read a 


second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS]. 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. That, in re- 
| spect of the Bills comprised in the List 
reported by the Chairman of Ways and 
| Means, as intended to originate in the 
| House of Lords, he has certified that the 
Standing Orders have been complied 
| with in the following case, viz. :— 
Wrexham District Tramways. 





BOURNEMOUTH GAS AND WATER 
BILL. 
; Read a second time, and committed. 


BROADSTAIRS GAS BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


EASTBOURNE CORPORATION BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


scheme before the House contained the | 


nucleus of a fund for London, which did | 


not exist in the rest of the country. 


(3.55.) THe FINANCIAL 


his hon. friend. The Treasury would be 
intimately concerned in 
Instruction, and he could not be a party 


to any bargain of the kind. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on | 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
viz, :— 

Bromley Gas Bill. 

Commercial Gas Bill. 

East Worcestershire Water Bill. 


SECRE- | 
TARY to THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN | 
CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.) said | 
he could not assent to the proposal of | 


the proposed | 


FAREHAM GAS BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LIMPSFIELD AND OXTED WATER BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed. 
NORWICH CORPORATION (ELECTRICITY, 
ETC.) BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed. 
RATHMINES AND RATHGAR URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL (BY ORDER.) 
Read a second time, and committed. 


CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL. 

“To authorise the City and Brixton 
Railway Company to abandon portions 
of their authorised undertaking ; and to 
extend the time for the compulsory 
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purchase of lands; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


HALIFAX CORPORATION. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Savile Crossley, Mr. Charles 
Trevelyan, and Mr. J. H. Whitley. 








PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. | 
| 


Petitions {in favour; from Woodside | 
and Barnsley ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petition from Manchester, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION. 
Petition from Crick, for legislation ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Shanklin, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Woodside 
and Barnsley ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from North Cave, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SOUTH AUSTRALIA. 
Paper [presented 7th February] to be 


printed. |No. 54.] 
ACETYLENE GENERATORS. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Com- | 
mittee appointed by the Department of 
His Majesty’s Inspectors of Explosives to 
inquire as to the safety of Acetylene Gen- | 
erators, with a covering Report to the 
Right Honourable the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, by Captain 
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J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s Chief In- 
spector of Explosives [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Reports, de. 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND 
WALES). 

Copy presented, of Judicial Statistics 
for England and Wales for 1900, Part I. 
(Criminal) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EPENAL SERVITUDE ACTS 

! (CONDITIONAL LICENSE). 
Copy presented, of License granted to 
Florence Elizabeth Fagg, a Convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
her to be at large on condition that she 
enter the London Preventive and Refor- 
matory Institution, Euston Road, N.W. 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Par 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIFE SAVING 
APPLIANCES). 

Copy presented, of Rules made by the 
Board of Trade under the Merchant Ship- 
ping Act, 1894 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 


Copy presented, of Section I. of the 
Appendix to the Sixty-seventh Report of 
the Commissioners [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 


Copy presented, of Minute sanction- 
ing the Subjects to be taught under 
Clause 8 of the Act for the county of 
Glamorgan (Eleventh Minute) [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BARRACKS ACT, 1900. 


Account presented, showing the 
money raised and issued under the _pro- 
visions of the Act, the securities created 
in respect thereof, and the amount 
expended for the purposes of the Act to 
the 31st March, 1901, with the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 55.] 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Copy presented, of further Papers 
relating to the Working of the Refugee 
Camps in South Africa [by Command ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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AFRICA (No. 2, 1902). | what grounds; and whether he will 
Copy presented, of Instructions to | undertake that special care shall be taken 
Lieutenant Colonel J. H. Saddler, on|to secure for her the utmost possible 
appointment as His Majesty’s Com- | consideration. 
missioner and Consul General in the | 
Uganda Protectorate [by Command]; to, THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
lie upon the Table. WAR (Mr. BRopRICK Surrey, Guildford): 
|Mrs. De Wet is reported by Lord 
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLIES IN FOREIGN | Kitchener to be ina concentration camp 
COUNTRIES (MISCELLANEOUS, 'in Natal and to be quite comfortable. 
No. 2, 1902). 

Copy presented, of Reports from His! Mr. DILLON (Mayo E.): Is she at 
Majesty's Representatives in _Austria- | liberty to leave if she desires to do so, or 
Hungary, Belgium, France, Germany, jg she a prisoner ? 
and the United States respecting the | 
Rules in force for preserving orderinthe|) Mr BRODRICK: I cannot sav she is 
Legislative Assemblies of those Countries at liberty to leave, unless she chooses to 
[by Command}; to lie upon the Table. _go out of our lines and return to those 


who will maintain her. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and | Mr. DILLON: Is she at liberty to go 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. to Holland, where Iam sure she would 
2744 [by Command]; to lie upon the be well received ? 

Table. 
aiies , * Mr. SPEAKER: That is not the 

DIETING OF PAUPER LUNATICS. — Question on the Paper—the hon. Gentle- 

Copy presented, of Report on Dieting man must put it down. 
of Pauper Lunatics in Asylums and Lun- 
atic Wards of Poorhouses in Scotland. Mr. DILLON: I will put it down 
Supplement to the Forty-third Annual | for to morrow. 

Report of the General Board of Com-| 


missioners in Lunacy for Scotland [by Mr. Marais. 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
ARMY. for War, whether Mr. Marais, who was 


Copy presented, of Order relating to deported from the Paarl to Beaufort 
the Organisation and Equipment of the West, and imprisoned in August last on 
Imperial Yeomanry, 1900[by Command]; an allegation of infringement of martial 
to lie upon the Table. law regulations, has ever been tried for 
this alleged offence; whether he is 
aware that Major General Wynne, the 

NEW WRIT. Commanding Officer of the Cape Colony 

New Writ for Down (South Down District, made an affidavit before the 
Division), in the room of Michael Supreme Court at Cape Town, on 6th 
M’Cartan, Esquire (Chiltern Hundreds). September, 1901, in which he deposed 
—(Sir Thomas Esmonde). that Mr. Marais would be tried as soon 
‘as possible by a Military Court and 

either acquitted or detained in custody ; 

(3.55) QUESTIONS. whether Mr. Marais has been either 
se acquitted or convicted by such a Military 

South African War—Mrs. Christian De Court; and, if convicted, can he state 

Wet. what sentence has been passed on him, 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh): and where he is now imprisoned or 
Ibegto ask the Secretary of State for War, detained. 
whether he will ascertain in which of the | 
concentration camps the wife of General, Mr. BRODRICK: I am informed by 
De Wet is now confined ; whether she is | Lord Kitchener that Marais will now be 
compulsorily detained, and, if so, on/| tried very shortly. 
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Mr. CHANNING: By a Military 
Court ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: I have com- 
municated with Lord Kitchener, but 


have not yet received any reply. 


Mr. Merriman. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether Mr. Merriman 
is now permitted by the military 
authorities to freely receive letters from 
and reply to his friends both in South 
Africa and England; and whether 
communications are allowed to 
between him and his legal advisers in this 
country. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir, subject 
to the censor regulations obtaining in 
South Africa. 


Executions of Rebels — Compulsory 
Attendance of Relatives, etc. 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War, whether the compulsory 


attendance of relatives and neighbours | 
at the execution of persons sentenced to | 


death by military courts was discontinued 
on the initiative of Lord Kitchener, or in 
consequence of representations by the 
Home Government. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Instructions were 
given to discontinue compulsory attend- 
ance at executions by Lord Kitchener on 
his own initiative, and before attention 


was called to the instances in which it | 


had taken place. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tyvil): Were these spectacles discon- 
tinued because they were regarded as 
“methods of barbarism ?” 


Military Employment of Natives. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can state 
the number of Katffirs and coloured persons 
at present employed in the military opera- 
tions in South Africa in connection with 


the Imperial and Colonial forces respec- | 


tively and the services on which they are 
employed. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As I have told the | 


House on several occasions, it is not 
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pass | 
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possible to keep any record of such em- 
ployments, which are mainly local in 
their character. 


British Troops in India—Reduction 
through South African War. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for the Cam- 
borne Division of Cornwall I beg to ask 
| the Secretary of State for India whether 
| he will state the minimum to which the 
‘number of British troops of the Indian 
establishment has at any time been 
reduced during the past three years, with 
the period and the causes of such reduc- 
‘tion. 
THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
| INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
| Ealing): The minimum to which the 
‘number of British troops of the Indian 
establis:ment has been reduced during 
_the past three years is about 61,000. 
| This occurred during the period August, 
| 1900, to September, 1901, and was caused 
by the sudden military emergencies in 


' South Africa and China. 





Censorship of Correspondence to South 
Africa. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, whether the Censor in South 
Africa exercises any control over tele- 
grams, letters, and newspapers entering 
South Africa; and, ifso, whether reports 
_ of speeches which are alleged to encourage 
the resistance of the Boers are admitted 


| by him. 


| Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
‘THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The chief 
Censor in South Africa with his Staff 
exercises control over telegrams, letters 
and newspapers entering the country. 
|He stops anything which he considers 
likely to prejudice the interests of the 
British forces. Owing to the enormous 
number of letters delivered by each mail, 
it is impossible to examine more than a 
percentage ofthe matter, an J, therefore, 
_ everything prejudicial cannot be brought 
| under the Censor’s notice. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: Is every telegram 
alleged to be prejudicial examined ? 


Lorp STANLEY: Every single tele- 
gram is subject to censorship. 





84] 
} 
Wi 
suc 
[. 
Re 


C 
I b 
Wa: 
Wa: 
Dey 
mer 
whe 
of S 
for 
wit! 
Hur 
wit! 
cons 
so t] 
be in 


M 
state 
of Ir 
Trur 
effec 
the 
conn 
Quat 
the 
prop 
work 
the b 
am 1 
the i 
less ¢ 


MR. 
the S 
he wi 
admil 
ment 
on tl 
atten 


Mp. 
Hous 
woulc 
be pri 


Cal 


evide} 


Sir 
(Stirli 


840 


. em- 
1 in 


ion 


On 
Cam- 
» ask 
ether 
i the 
idian 
been 

with 
aduc- 


FOR 
esex, 
the 
dian 
ring 
,000. 
zust, 
used 
Ss In 


outh 


S.): 
e for 
outh 
tele- 
ring 
y0rts 
rage 
itted 


TO 
LEY, 
chief 
Staff 
tters 
try. 
ders 

the 
10us 
nail, 
an a 
fore, 
ight 


Tam 


tele- 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 


What is the name of the gentleman who 
succeeded the noble Lord as Censor 2? 


[No answer was returned.] 


Remounts—New Committee and Military 
Court of Inquiry. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, seeing that it is Jaid down in the 
War Office Regulations that the Remount 
Department is a branch of the Depart- 
ment of the Quartermaster General, 
whose duty it is to advise the Secretary 
of State for War, and that responsibility 
for the recent disclosures in connection 
with the purchase of Remounts in 
Hungary rests under the regulations 
with the War Office, whether he will 
consent to extend the promised inquiry 
so that the conduct of all concerned may 
be investigated. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As I have already 
stated to the House, the Military Court 
of Inquiry will confine itself to General 
Truman’s personal responsibility for the 
effective discharge by his Department of 
the duties which have fallen on it in 
connection with the war. The present 
Quartermaster General is ready to accept 
the fullest responsibility which can 
properly fall upon him, but the actual 


working of the Remounts Department is | 


the business of General Truman, and I 
am not prepared to reduce the value of 
the inquiry by extending it to others 
less directly concerned. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) : 


he will ensure that the inquiry into the 
administration of the Remount Depart- 
ment shall have power to take evidence 
on their behalf and 


attendance of witnesses. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I 


would be upon oath and a Report would 
be presented. 


Captain NORTON: Will the 


evidence be published ? 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs): I was going to ask 
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May Iask | 
the Secretary of State for War whether | 


to compel the) 


informed the | 
House the other day that the inquiry | 
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how much of the proceedings of the 
Court of Inquiry will be published, so as 
to make it known to the public. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no objection 
to the publication of the whole of the 
proceedings. 


CaptaIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman reconsider 
his decision, and consent to the appoint- 
ment of a Committee of the House? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot, in any 
circumstances, consent to an inquiry by 
a Committee of this House at this stage. 
The whole of the officers who were 
engaged on, this business are engaged at 
the present time from morning till 
night. I cannot call them from the War 
Office, nor can I put the whole Depart- 
ment, which has very heavy work to do 


at this moment, on an inquiry which 


would inevitably entail some failure in 
the public service. 3! 3 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): Why is the Quarter- 
master General’s Department, that is 
responsible for the conduct of this 
Remount Department, not to be inquired 
into? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The branch of the 


Quartermaster’ General’s Department 


| which is involved is to be inquired into. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: It is all 


| involved. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Will the Imperial Yeomanry Committee 
be subject to inquiry ? 


[No answer was returned, | 


Purchase of Horses abroad—Instructions 
to Military Attachés. 


*Smr JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs, 


whether, since the outbreak of war in 
‘South Africa, any general instructions 


were issued to our Military Attachés 
abroad on the subject of the supply and 
purchase of horses; and, if so, on what 
date; whether any information or 
suggestions as to obtaining supplies of 
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horses were voluntarily tendered by any 
of our Military Attachés abroad to the 
Foreign Office ; and, if so, will he state | 
by whom and when; and, if any such | 
information or suggestions were so 
received, what action was taken by the 
Foreign Office on their receipt. 





*TueE UNDERSECRETARY orSTATE | 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- | 
BORNE, Rochester): No general instruc- 
tions have been issued to our Military 
Attachés abroad on the subject of the 
supply and purchase of horses. Sugges- 
tions as to the obtaining of supplies of 
horses were voluntarily tendered by 
certain of our Military Attachés and 
were at once transmitted to the War 
Office. 


Hungarian Horses for the Army. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
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preparation of them would involve very 
great labour on an already heavily 
burdened Department. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman publish the Report before the 
Second Reading of the Appropriation 
Bill with the Supplementary Estimates ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I will endeavour 
to do so, but I cannot be certain. 


Military Attachés Abroad—Communica- 
tion with Government Departments. 
Sir JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 

the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 

Affairs, whether it is in accordance with 

Foreign Office rules, or with precedent 

or custom, for an officer at the head of 

a subordinate Branch of a War Office 

Department, such as the Inspector 

General of Remounts, to communicate 





Secretary of State for War, if he can 


direct with our Military Attachés abroad 


state whether, towards the end of 1899, | 0m Military matters, such as the purchase 
the Austrian Government sent un- | or supply of horses for Military purposes 
officially through their military attaché | 12 South Africa ; whether he will explain 

| the procedure by which communications 


in London, an offer to help in procuring | . 
horses in Hungary for our Government ; | between the War Office and our Military 


and, if so, upon what grounds this offer | Attachés are conducted, and _ state 





was refused. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. 


South African Remount and Transport | 


Systems, &c. 

Mr. M‘KENNA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether, in 
view of the gain to Government from 
public criticism in Parliament and the 
need for authentic information on which 
such criticism may be based, he will 
publish the Reports on the working of 
the remount system in South Africa, the 
Reports on the working of the transport 
system, and the particulars of the con- 
tracts for the supply of provisions and 
forage for the use of the Army in South 
Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Iam most anxious 


to give the House all possible information. | 
I have already undertaken to publish | 
Reports on the remount system in South | 


Africa, and I will see what Reports can 
be published on the working of the 
transport system. As regards the con- 
tracts for supply of provisions and forage, 
they are exceedingly numerous, and the 


| whether the Foreign Office or the War 
| Office defines the duties and controls the 
| action of our Military Attachés abroad. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: Allofficial com- 
| munications between the War Office and 
our Military Attachés abroad are for- 
warded through the Foreign Office and 
the head of the Mission to which the 
officer is attached, but it has been the 
custom for private and demi-official cor- 
|respondence to pass between some De- 
| partments of the War Officeand Military 
| Attachés. The Military Attachés, are by 
the terms of their appointment, placed 
| under the instructions of the heads of 
‘the Missions to which they are re- 
| spectively attached, and address their 
|reports to His Majesty’s representative, 
'by whom they are forwarded to the 
| Secretary of State. 


Meat Contracts—Mr. Berg]. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office, whether he will lay upon the 
Table of the House the Conditions of 
| Tender of the Meat Contract awarded to 
| Mr. Bergl, with any agreement in 
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writing subsequently given by Mr. Bergl of the Quartermaster General, the 
in regard to any assurance that all or Assistant Under Secretary, the Director 
any of the meat shall be procured from | of Army Contracts, Colonel Morgan, and 
Australia and New Zealand; whether, | myself. After investigating the various 
in any such assurance, the words if pos- | tenders, including those: which were for 
sible are to be understood to mean ifthe | landing of meat in South Africa, but 
meat can be procured in Australia and | not for distribution, and those which in- 
New Zealand, or if it can be procured at | cluded both services, we found that the 
the same price as elsewhere; whether | tenders which did not include distribu- 
any estimate has been made by the War tion could not be worked as economically 
Ottice of the difference of the cost of meat | as the lowest tender which included dis- 
landed in South Africa from Australia tribution. There were three tenders for 
and New Zealand, and from Argentina ;| the whole contract of this character— 
and, if so, will he state what this differenee those of Mr. Bergl, Messrs. Weil, and the 
is estimated to be ; whether he can state old contractor, the Cold Storage Company 
the exact financial condition of Mr. Bergl | Of these Mr. Bergl’s was the lowest. 
in regard to the contract, and whetherhe | 4s the terms of his tender have since 
is or was himself a partner with the appeared in the public Press I will give 
guarantors, or whether he was acting for them to the House, although this is not 
them or others on an assurance of the jn accordance with the usual practice. 
payment of some fixed sum, or a commis- They were—for fresh meat, per 100Ib., 
a ah the SS a and bt re .% 70s. 6d., at 846d. perlb.; for frozen 
a Pere Se SRE COEEES BAOR WD TEE. | ent, per 100lb., 45s. 8., at 5:48d. per lb. 

ergl of meat supplied by him. 
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Mr. PIRIE: At the same time, may I | jae eee panei 
ask the Secretary of State for War, with | 1 ‘ 
reference to the Meat Contract for South) [orp STANLEY - Yes. for distribu- 
Africa awarded to Mr. Bergl, whether he | tion wihenamey ete wait theme through- 
e E € ’ 
> dtd itr age as — ~ out all South Africa. The sum required 
iquiries into the circumstances at- fo, « ae ‘ 

; Rete or such a business wasalarge one. Mr. 
tending the conviction and sentence of B : “saga : ote . ‘ 
Mr. Bergl for selling inferior meat ; is | ergl therefore, gave guarantors’ names 
Mr Beral oD .: 7 1.2. to show that, if given the contract, he 
Mr. Bergl a naturalised British subject ;| A heave sufficed € 7 t 
can he state who are the guarantors the | ee ee eee 
lis ee a ‘to enable him to carry it out. His 
ist of whose names he has received, or i. ware Memes Heol hi 
whether, after the War Office received | deena Malay laapeenni tetera A 

who are associated with Mr. 


; . wner: 
information that the contract was for a B ais : ‘ mnt : 
company, they awarded it without ascer- | 7°78 2 OWnINg Meal works In Wuecens- 


taining who the company were ; and was land; the Federal Steamship Company 
_who own the Ocean-beach meat works 


the contract for the supply of meat at 
Pp'y -in New Zealand, and who are associated 


Aldershot from June to December, 1901, 


awarded to Mr. Bergl, and immediately | With Birt and Company, owners of meat 
sub-let by him; and, if so, can he state | Works at Brisbane, (Queensland and 
for what sum it was re-sold ; and, whether | Sydney ; and Mr. Crart. Inquiries have 
the Government will cause an inquiry to | been made about each of these firms. 
be made into the antecedents of Mr. | Messrs. Houlder’s are a firm having a 
Bergl, and the circumstances connected | capital of £500,000. They are doing a 
with the Contract in question, either by | large business, and their stability was 
the appointment of a Departmental Com- | understood to be undoubted. The only 





mittee, or by some other method, with a 
view of informing the House on the 
matter. 


Lorp STANLEY: Perhaps the House 
will pardon me if I read an exceptionally 
long answer. The facts of this Contract 
are as follows :—The Tenders were con- 
sidered by a small Committee consisting 


| point affecting them unfavourably was a 
charge made against them some time 
back ona question of underwriting which 
has not yet been tried, and which did 
not affect their stability in regard to this 
contract. The Federal Steamship Com- 
pany have a capital of £500,000. Mr. 
Crart was contractor for the supply of 





meatto the Natal Field force in 1899-1900. 
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Colonel Morgan informed the Committee | this meat would be sent from Australia, or 
that he could not speak too highly of his | New Zealand, rather than from the 
discharge of that contract. He will be | Argentine? That was practically my 
the manager of the company in South | Question. 

Africa. The War Office being satisfied 
of the financial security of the guaran-| Lorp STANLEY: I think I have 
tors, the contract was given to Mr Bergl | answered that. We have the kind of 
conditionally upon our being satisfied of | contract which everybody was asked to 
the ability of the company he intended | tender for. As to obtaining the meat 
to form to carry out our contract. He | from Australia instead of the Argentine, 
was also required to guarantee that | we have every intention that this contract 
£200,000 should be paid up, and to’ shall be kept in the spirit as well as the 
lodge cash or Consols in the bank to / letter, and we have ample confidence in 
that amount, and an undertaking was| those whom we employ at the Cape— 
given to obtain as far as possible the our officers who inspect the meat—that 
necessary quantities of both live and | they will ensure that being done. 

dead stock from the various British | 

colonies. The company will be registered | Mr. PIRIE: After the fair and 
at Pretoria, with a board here having | straightforward answer that has been 
full powers to deal with the War Office. | given lam unwilling to put any other 
Mr Bergl is one of the shareholders, and | Question, but I wish to ask as to two 
is manager in Great Britain. The names | small points, Was Mr. Bergl a natural 
given to usin conneetion with the com- | ized British subject ? 

pany are as follows:—Mr Bergl, Mr | 

Karl Meyer, Messrs Weil, Mr Tymms,, Lorp STANLEY: Yes, 

representing the De Beers Company, | 

Messrs. Houlder’s, Mr Hughes, represent-| Mr. PIRIE: Was the tender an open 
ing the Federal Steamship Company, Mr. | one ? 

Stroyan, M.P., Messrs. Lewis and Marks, | 

and Mr Joel. The company as so; Lorp STANLEY: Yes. 

formed will, in the opinion of the War | 

Office, give ample security for the) Mr. LABOUCHERE: Is there any 
efficient carrying out of the contract. | guarantee by which the contractor will 
With regard to the question of Mr. | be obliged to buy any or all of the meat 
Bergl having been fined, he states that | from Australia or New Zealand ? 

he was fined £10 owing to an assistant | ; 

at one of his shops selling to an inspector; Lorp STANLEY: There is a written 
from New Zealand some mutton as New | agreement with them that they will get, 
Zealand which was really Australian. las far as possible, all the meat from our 
(Laughter.) He has been a good con-| British possessions. That was given 
tractor for us for five years, and we saw | before we signed the contract. 

no reason to pass him over, his tender | 

being the lowest, and the contract was) Mr. LABOUCHERE: Is that a guar- 
signed accordingly. The War Office had | antee dependent on their being able to 
only two ends to secure—n namely, to | get the meat at equal prices? Suppose it 
obtain the lowest price for the public | costs more to obtain from Australia and 
during the 12 months which the con-| New Zealand than from the Argentine is 
tract had to run, and proper security | there any guarantee that they will get it 
for its fulfilment. I have now given from Australia 2 

the fullest possible answer to the Ques- | 

tions which have been asked, andI am not | [Noanswer was returned. | 


aware of any other facts relevant to the 
subject. | Naval and Military Pensions. 


Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 








Mr. LABOUCHERE : Did the original | Frst Lord of the Treasury, whether he 
conditions of tender provide for distri-|is aware that in some Continental 
bution? What guarantee did the | countriessoldiers joining certain branche 
Government have that any portion of | 





of the Civil Service are allowed to count 
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the whole of their Naval or Military | he will find that the articles of uniform 
of officers now serving, which have to be 


And, 


service towards civil 
having regard to the 


pension. 


fact that ex- | 


postmen and other civil servants are | 


allowed to count towards pension two- 


thirds of their previous service to the | 


State upon joining the Metropolitan 


attracting a desirable class of recruits 


changed are very few, and that with a 
few unimportant exceptions, the more 
expensive articles are retained until worn 
out or, in some cases, until the 1st 


| January 1906. Further the immediate 
Police Foree, whether, with the view of | 


| 


for the Army, he will consider the | 
advisability of measures being taken for | 


extending similar privileges 


soldiers. 


*Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester. 
N.E.): Before the right hon. Gentle- 
man answers may I ask him whether he 
will consider the advisability of like 
measures in regard to Post Office servants 
who have served in the Army. 


THE 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): The intention of the hon. Member 
is to ask whether, if a man transfers 
himself from one pensioned office to 


general pension. That general rule is 
observed in the ease of those 
who have pensioned services; and it 
would be a violation of the rules to 
count the services of those soldiers who 
have not pensioned services ? 


Captain NORTON: Is the portion of 
service given as soldier not service 
towards a pension ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


Changes in Officer’s Uniforms, 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether he 
has made any calculation as to the cost 
of the proposed changes in nearly every 
article of uniform of the officers now 
serving in the Army, and whether the 
expense of making these changes is to 
be met by the public, or to be borne by 
the ‘individual officer out of his private 
means. 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir. A cal- 
culation of the cost has been made. If 
my hon. and gallant friend will refer to 
the special army order of Ist February, 


to ex- | 


cost which will be borne by the officer 


| will be more than counterbalanced by 


the ultimate considerable saving. As 
regards the cost of the introduction of 
the service dress will my hon. and gallant 


friend kindly refer to the reply to a 


Question put by the hon. Member for 


‘the West Division of Newington on the 


| as to the amount. 


FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | 


27th January.j As regards young 
officers joining, the saving is consider- 
able. 


GENERAL LAURIE: My Question was 
I do not quite under- 
stand what the cost is expected to be, 
but perhaps I may say, in reference to 
the calculation that the cost will be 


_inconsiderable, that I hold in my hand 
| an estimate of £32, which is the lowest 
another, the pension which he has earned | 
in the first office shall count towards a | 


soldiers | 





I ean obtain, 


Lorp STANLEY: I have answered 


the Question as far as possible. 


Metropolitan Volunteers—Brigade 
Schemes. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether he 
will explain why eight Metropolitan 
Volunteer Infantry Battalions should be 
brigaded under an organisation adapted 
for time of peace only, whereas in time 
of war, according to the scheme for 
Home defence, they are brigaded entirely 
differently, viz., as the 23rd and 24th 
Brigades of the 4th Army Corps under 
different Brigadiers and with Battalions 
not brigaded with them in peace training 
or organisation. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Until the new system 
has been tested it has be2n thought well 
to maintain the existing arrangement 
for the eight battalions mentioned, except 
so far as Camp is concerned, when they 
will train under their Field Army 
Brigadier. 


+See preceding volume, p. 957. 
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Volunteer Officers and Army Rank. 


Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask | 


the Secretary of State for War, whether 
it is intended to grant honorary Army 
rank to those Officers of the Volunteer 
Service Companies on being absorbed 
into their Volunteer units on return 
from active service, following the pre- 
cedent of the rank bestowed upon Officers 
of the Imperial Yeomanry and City 
Imperial Volunteers. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes_ Sir. 


House was so informed last June. 


Volunteer Sergeant Instructors. 

Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I beg toask 
the Secretary of State for War, whether 
he will explain why sergeant-instructors 
of Volunteers are never able to rise above 
the rank of colour-sergeant, and that 
so-called sergeants-major of Volunteers, 
some of whom have held the rank of 
eolour-sergeants for over 21 years, cannot 
be promoted under any circumstanceseven 
to the rank of quarter-master-sergeant, 
though they are not pensioners but 
serving on Army engagement, 


Mr. BRODRICK: Proposals to raise 
the rank of these non-commissioned 
officcrs have frequently been considered 
and again recently, but it has not been 
thought desirable to grant any higher 
rank. Warrant rank is confined to the 
Regular Army and Militia, who are liable 
to be embodied for long periods. 


Development of Indian Industries. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to ask 
tne Secretary of State for India to what 
extent, if any, he proposes to apply the 
surpluses, which there may be, of the 
Indian Exchequer to the development 
of Indian industries, and whether he 
will consider the desirability of their 
application to the remission of taxation. 


Mer 


HAMILLUN 


ed 


Lorp 4G. 3 The 
financial arrangements for India for 


1902-03 are now being carefully con- 
sidered, but I cannot anticipate in any 
way the statement which will be made 
in India by the Finance Minister in the 
usual way towards the end of next 
month. 


{COMMONS} 


The | 
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| Regulation of Indian Coal Mine Labour. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
he will consider the advisability of 
assimilating the law in respect to Indian 
coal mines to the mining legislation of 
‘this country in so far as the different 
circumstances are applicable, and 
particularly will he advise the pro- 
| hibition of the 2mployment of women 
‘and young children underground in 
India. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: By the 
Indian Mines Act of 1901 the law of India 
in respect of coal and other mines has 
been assimilated to the law of this 
| country as far as, in my judgment, the 
different circumstances of India render 
such assimilation feasible. Under the 
conditions of labour prevailing in India, 
the safeguards provided by the Act, in 
respect of the employment of women 
and children, are sufficient, and I am not 
prepared to advise the adoption of 
further restrictions. 


Ameer of Afghanistan’s Subsidy, 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether the Ameer of Cabul 
still receives an annual subsidy of 18 
lakhs of rupees from the Government of 


India; and, if so, what service he 
renders in return; whether trade 
between India and Afghanistan is 


encouraged ; and whether, in view of 
the threatened famine, the Government 
of India will withdraw the ® subsidy, 
if any, and apply sit kto the relief of 
distress. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The subsidy 
paid to the late Ameer has not 
been modified. It formed part of a general 
agreement between the Government of 
India and H. H. Abdur Rahman, under 
which various mutual advantages were 
obtained that cannot be set forth within 
the limits of an answer to a question; 
but I may refer the hon. Member to the 
agreement of 12th November, 1893, 
which was printed as a Command 
Paper in 1896. My answer to the last 
clause of the Question is in the negative, 
and I should add that there are, quite 
independent of the subsidy, ample funds 
for any distress that may occur in any 

| part of India. 
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Samoan Arbitration. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
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| Wei consist of the Chinese Regiment and 
a detachment of Royal Engineers, in all 
about 1,100. 


Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 


Affairs whether any steps have been 


taken, in accord with the terms of the. 


Convention relating to the settlement of 


certain claims in Samoa for the sub- | 


Mr. DALZIEL: Has any date been 
fixed for the withdrawal, and is Wei- 
Hai-Wei to be retained as a commercial 
port ? 


mission of these claims to the arbitration | 


of the King of Sweden and Norway; 


whether the Foreign Office is in posses- | 
sion of any information concerning the | 


approximate date of the issue of the 
arbitrator's award; and whether the 
United States and German Governments 
were willing to include Samoan native 
claims ; and 
Government dissented; and, if so, on 
what grounds. 


*Lorpd CRANBORNE: The British, 
German, and American cases are now 
before the King of Sweden. The 
counter-cases, which must be handed in 
before the 1st of March, are in course of 
preparation. In these cireumstances His 
Majesty’s Government are necessarily 
unable to state at what date the award 
will be issued. It does not appear that 
any proposal was made either by the 
German or by the United States Govern- 
ments to include in the scope of the 
arbitration the claims of Samoan natives. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Has the 
attention of the noble Lord been called 
to the statement by Count Von Bilow 
on this subject ? 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: I will inquire 
into that. 


Wei-Hai-Wei- 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs): ! 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any decision has been arrived 
at by the Government in favour of with- 
drawing the troops at present stationed 
at Wei-Hai-Wei; can he state’ the 
number of troops at present stationed at 
that port ; and is it intended to proceed 
with the proposed fortifications. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It has been decided 


to withdraw the troops at present. 


stationed at Wei-Hai-Wei and not to pro- 
ceed further with the fortifications. The | 
troops at present stationed at Wei-Hai- | 


whether His Majesty’s | 


[No answer was returned. | 


Mr. M‘KENNA: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, whether he 
can state the total expenditure incurred 


in respect of the lease and occupation of 
Wei-Hai-Wei. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX, 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beracu- 
Bristol, W.): I cannot give final figures, 
but the approximate expenditure to the 
end of the present financial year is esti- 
mated to be as follows : 


1. Capital Expenditure £71,454, by the War 
Office, and £44,334 by the Admiralty, 
making together £115,788. 

2. The Total of the Annual Military Ex. 
penditure has amounted to £142,000 
spread over three years. 

3. The Grant in aid for the current year on 
the Colonial Office Vote for Civil Ex- 
penditure is £11,250. 

Proposed Sale of Afghan ‘‘ Relics.” 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 

I beg to ask the Home Secretary, whether 
his attention has been called to the 
announcement that some bones of British 
officers and men, killed while making a 
stand during the Afghan War of 1842, 
will be sold by auction at a London sale- 
room tomorrow; and whether he has 
power to prevent this indecent sale. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircate, Croydon): Even assuming that 
these relics are genuine, which, [ think, is 
a somewhat large assumption to make, I 
am advised that no breach of the law has 
been, or will be, committed if they are 
sold, and that, therefore, it is a matter in 
which I have no power of interference. 
But | may say that, if such a sale is to 
take place, such a course seems to me 
highly improper. 


Mr. NORMAN: Will the right hone 
Gentleman convey that expression of 
opinion to the auctioneer, whose name 
I have privately given to the right hon. 
Gentleman ? 
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goes to the auctioneer. 


H.M.S. “Egeria” and H.M.S. “Condor.” 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg 
to ask the Civil Lord of the Admiraty, 
whether the Admiralty have received 
any news, in confirmation, or otherwise, 
of the disaster which is reported to have 
happened to the “Egeria,” which went 
out to search for the “Condor.” 


*Tue CIVIL LORD or toe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): No, Sir, the Admiralty have no 
reason to suppose in any way that any- 
thing has happened to the “Egeria.” 
She has been sent to search for the 
“Condor” and is not expected to be 
heard of for two or three weeks. 


Vaccination — Government Supplies of 
ymph. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, whether, seeing the 
importance of all persons being vaccin- 
ated and re-vaccinated with vaccine 
lymph of guaranteed quality made in 
this country, and not obtained from 
abroad or from other sources which are 
not so guaranteed, he will take steps to 
provide with the least possible delay 
an adequate supply of Goverment lymph, 
so that every qualified medical practi- 
tioner shall be able to purchase such 
Government lymph in such quantities 
as he may require, and at a price just 
sufficient to pay the cost of its pro- 
duction. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol, S.): Having regard to 
the interest felt in all matters connected 
with smallpox at the present time, 
perhaps I may be allowed to make a 
short statement in answer to this ques- 
tion. The duty undertaken by the 
Government in 1898 was to provide 
lymph for primary vaccination by Public 
Vaccinators, and this duty I may say 
has Leen completely fulfilled. It has 


also been the desire of the Government, 
as far as possible, to provide Public 
Vaccinators with lymph for re-vaccin- 
ations, and this has been done to the 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: I will take care that | 
a copy of the Question and of my answer | 





utmost extent practicable. In ordinary 
times it has been found sufficient to 
issue from 8,000 to 10,000 charges of 
lymph weekly. Since, however, the 
epidemic of smallpox began, this output 
has been largely increased, and the 
establishment is now producing some 
50,000 charges a week. I may explain 
that there are several difficulties in 
connection with the manufacture of 
glycerinated lymph. In the first place 
it is not possible to store it to any 
large extent because the period for which 
it will keep is uncertain, and I may 
state that when the demand, in conse- 
quence of the outbreak of smallpox, 
began to increase, there was in reserve 
the full amount which it was thought 
practicable to retain. Further, the lymph 
takes some weeks to mature, especially 
as it is of importance that all practicable 
means should be used to test its 
efficiency and purity before it is issued. 
Moreover there is great fluctuation in 
the demand, owing to the habit of so 
many persons to defer vaccination until 
smallpox is imminent. Thus in a single 
fortnight recently the applications for 
lymph from Public Vaccinators, which 
had previously risen to four times the 
normal demand, suddenly more than 
doubled. From the inquiries which 
I have caused to be made, I understand 
that an ample supply of glycerinated 
calf lymyh can be obtained from un- 
official sources, and that there is no 
reason to doubt that it is satisfactory in 
quality. It would, I think, be unfortun- 
ate at this moment to enter into com- 
petition with private enterprise in this 
matter. Looking to the considerations 
I have mentioned, I do not see my way 
at the present time to accede to the 
suggestion of my hon. friend. 


Mr. BARTLEY: Is_ there any 
guarantee of the unofficial lymph, that 
it is really efficient ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: ‘rhere is no 
guarantee either of the official or of the 
unofficial lymph. Two years ago there 
was an independent inquiry by the 
Lancet of the lymph generally supplied, 
and they found considerable fault with 
the lymph supplied by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and placed it fifth on the 
list. It is impossible to guarantee 
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lymph. What the Local Government’ investigation by his Department, or by 
Board does is to secure that the utmost any local authority, has taken place; 
care is taken in its preparation, in the and, if so, with what result. 


hope that it will prove efficacious. The | nag ; 
lymph provided privately for commercial | h won sera —— My re 
‘purposes is of excellent quality, and is ;1*8 Deeb calle ” aT cases referred to 
at present as good as much of that | 1? the Question, ane have ascertained 
supplied by ourselves i that local investigations are now being 
. /made by the Assistant Commissioner of 


‘the Royal Commission on Arsenical 
Me. JOSEPH A. PEASE agua SO as well as bythe Medical 


Saffron Walden) asked whether it was 

the fact that a large quantity of lymph | Officer of Health for the Borough. 

had recently been obtained from the | ; eek de 

French Government owing to an in-| egret gence neenee. 

sufficient supply being obtainable from Mr. D MORGAN (Carmarthen 

His Majesty’s Government. shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, 


- es = . | whether he is aware of the fact that, 
Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir, during the assizes just concluded for 


i ertainly not. I am not aware — any five counties in South Wales, there 
ee was supplied by the French) _,) in three of the counties no work 
Government. There is a considerable for the common jury, and that. at 
“aarp on lymph in France, and 8° least 144 men were ‘summoned to 
pe yt Beet — poets a serve on the common jury for those 
“a ie Fr: : th h sn ts three counties when there was no 
eS ee ee en eee ae xkenieel canis .tor tha. te 
in this country has nothing to do with try; whether, seeing that the high 
the Government having a home supply. sheriff for a county or borough is not 

: 3 empowered, where there is no case to 
Housing of the Working Classes—Select be git two days before the date 


ommittee. . : 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): fixed for the holding of the assizes, to 


pas “aoa /* give the jurors summoned notice that 
i ak he Prsdent of the eal hey ne ot attend he wll omer 
iat: saline: Teele, al: dink Se 4 the question of amending the law to 
— “es a Select C janet ‘d > enable high sheriffs to do so; whether, 
span the Set Comite to conser ving regard to the cums 
<a naieaga aap a the class to which jurors often belong, 

™ ae he will consider the question of intro- 
ducing legislation to provide for the 
payment of their expenses. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot at 
present state when I shall be in a 
position to move for the appointment * THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
of the Select Committee to inquire into THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
the period for the repayment of loans RitcHie, Croydon): I have no informa- 
raised by Local Authorities, but due tion with regard to the statements 
notice will be given of the Motion. I made in the first paragraph. I am 
do not propose that the Committee aware of the inconvenience sometimes 
should be asked to inquire into other caused to jurors by their being 
matters in connection with the Housing summoned when no occasion arises 
of the Working Classes. for their services, and the question of 

the payment of their expenses has 

Suspected Beer Poisoning Cases at also been under consideration, but I 

age ee mene ; do not see my way to introduce legisla- 

Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suffolk, tion to deal with these matters. 
Sudbury): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board, whether Welsh Sunday Closing Act—Bona Fide 
his attention has been called to the Travellers. 
recent cases of suspected beer poisoning Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh): 
in the borough of Halifax ; whether any I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
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the Home Department, if his attention 
has been called to a series of cases 
recently tried before the justices at 
petty sessions at Llangollen for offences 
against the Sunday Closing Act (Wales), 
and to the complaints made in court 
as to the difficulties which surround 
the enforcement of the bona fide 
Traveller's Clauses in that Act; and 
whether he will consider the possibility 
of including in his Bill of this year 
some clearer definition of these clauses, 
and if necessary an extension of the 
present three-mile radius at present in 
force. 


Questions. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have seen reports 
of several cases of the nature referred 
to. I find that in spite of the diffi- 
culties complained of a number of 
convictions were obtained. Without 
saying that the existing law is all that 
ean be desired I cannot but think that 
any amendment of the bona fide 
traveller provision contains very grave 
difficulties. and as regards the extension 
of the three-mile limit I have reason 
to doubt whether it would, on the 
whole, be beneficial. 


Bethnal Green Disused Burial Ground. 

Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he has received any complaints with 
reference to the desecration of a disused 
burial-ground situate in Gibraltar Walk 
and Princes Court, Bethnal Green; and 
will he cause inquiry to be made, with a 
view to the future protection of the 
ground and of the remains interred 
therein. 


* Toe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror tHe HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr ‘Jesse CoLiincs, Birming- 
ham, Bordesley): A letter on this sub- 
ject was received from the Bethnal 
Green Borough Council just a week ago, 
and the matter is under consideration. 


Acquirement of Steam Vessels by Railway 
ompanies. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I, 


beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the 


Lancashire and Yorkshire, the Furness, 
tailway Companies are 


and Midland 
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seeking Parliamentary powers to pur- 
chase and acquire steam vessels employed 
in connection with their lines under 
conditions which will enable them to give 
preference ; whether the Railway De- 
partment of the Board of Trade will 
examine those Bills, and through him 
report to the House in the public 
interest. 


Tue PRESIDEN? or tae BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): Yes, Sir, my attention has 
been directed to this matter, and I replied 
to a similar Question on Thursday last.+ 
If the hon. Member will refer to Standing 
Order 156 he will find it bears upon the 
subject, and is, I think, quite sufficient 
to meet his point. 


Intermediate Education in Wales—County 
Exhibition Examinations. 

Mr DAVID THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education if his attention has 
been called to the Regulations of the 
Central Welsh Board of Intermediate 
Education in respect to County Exhibi- 
tion awards; and if he is aware that in 
a recent examination in Carmarthen- 
shire, A. B. Thomas, who came out third 
in the list, would have stood first had he 
failed in Mathematics instead of attaining 
the honours standard, while he would 
have remained third if he had had the 
combined qualifications of the two suc- 
cessful candidates in addition to his own; 
and, if if is within the scope of his 
functions, will he call the attention of 
the Central Board to the effect of these 
Regulations on the awards. 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE of COUNCIL on 
EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cam- 
bridge University): The Board of 
Education have no right to interfere with 
the Regulations of the Central Welsh 
Board in respect to County Exhibition 
awards, nor are these binding on any 
County Governing body which does not 
wish to make use of them. 


Charing Cross Postal and Telegraph 
ffices. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to_the 





t See preceding volume, p. 528, 
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Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether his attention has been 
called to the inconvenience of the post 
and telegraph offices at Charing Cross 
not being in one building; and, whether 
he will take steps to have a post and 
telegraph office erected at Charing Cross 
suitable to the central position and im- 
portance of the locality. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AustEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): There is a 
certain amount of inconvenience in the 
fact that the Postal business and Tele- 
graph business at Charing Cross are 
done in separate buildings. but the in- 
convenience is probably smail as the 
arrangement is well known. Having 
regard to the extreme costliness of 
property in that locality, the Post- 
master General is not prepared at 
present to take steps for the erection of 
acombined Office; but if a suitable 
opportunity occurs of obtaining a site 
at a reasonable cost, he would be ready 
to consider the matter. 


Labourers Cottages in Ireland. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether the £40,000 from the 
Exchequer contribution to Ireland 
available for labourers’ cottages has, 
during the last financial year, been 
arpropriated and spent upon such 
cottages ; and, if not, how much of it 
has been so expended ; and can he state 
where the balance is, and what is to be 
done with it. 


Tut CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
following payments have been made out 
of the Exchequer Contzibution, in re- 
spect of the financial year. 1900-1 :— 
£20,750 2s. 6d. to County Councils, on 


behalf of Rural Districts, in which 
cottages have been provided since 


August,1891. £4,860 19s. Od. to the Board 
of Works in reduction of loans advanced 
to Rural District Councils, in respect of 
of cottages. £3,159 6s. 11d. to the six 
Municipal County Boroughs. The 
balance, together with any balances 
remaining after previous distributions, 
is lying to the credit of the Local Taxa- 


tion Account for further distribution 
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hereafter, if the money is required for 
labourers’ cottages in districts where the 
Acts have not vet been put into opera- 
tion, and if found not to be so required, 
will be distributable amongst the 
Counties concerned as Probate Duty 
Grant. 


Mr. LOUGH: Is not this money ear- 
marked for labourers’ cottages, and can 
it be applied to any other purpose ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Regulations 
under which the money is distributed 
are dated, Ist December, 1899. I will 
give a copy to the hon. Member, and if 
he will study it it may do away with 
the necessity for further Questions. 


Captain DONELAN: Do unions in 
which no cottages are built still continue 
to receive a share of the grant ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is covered 
by my reply. The balance is kept for 
an undetermined period, and if it is 
found that no application is likely to be 
made for it for cottage schemes, then 
it will be applied in some other way. 


Captain DONELAN: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman consider the desirabillty 
of transferring such money to unions 
while he carried out the Labourers Act ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think all con- 
tingencies are met by the existing regula- 
tion, but I will consider the point. 


Limerick and Kerry Railway. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
whether he is aware that the Commis- 
sioner of Valuation has refused to re-value 
the line of railway known as the Limerick 
and Kerry Railway, although the Kerry 
County Council have asked for this 
valuation on the grounds of its being 
undervalued; and whether, considering 
the rates paid by the ratepayers of Kerry 
for railway guarantees, he will instruct 
the Commissioner of Valuation to comply 
with the demand of the Kerry County 
Council to re-value this line. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Limerick and 
Kerry Railway forms portion of the 


2H 2 
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Great Southern and Western Railway, | 
and cannot be re-valued except as part | 
of, and in connection with, the entire | 
system. The Commissioner of Valuation | 
will be prepared to re-value the whole | 
system at the next annual revision, | 
provided application for a re-valuation | 


be made by the rating bodies interested. 


he can hold out any hope that the Irish 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Was 
the application made and refused ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware | 
of that. 


Glashabeg (Kerry) Road Loan. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I) 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to| 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
whether he can explain why it is 
that the Local Government Board 
for Ireland have delayed the granting 
of a loan to the Dingle Rural District 
Council, Co. Kerry, for the making 
of a road in Glashabeg, especially seeing 
that the Congested Districts Board are 
giving one-half of the whole amount 
required, and that the County Council 
have sanctioned the work ; and whether 
he will urge on the Local Government 
Board to consider this matterimmediately. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
is, no doubt, basing his Question on 
information now obsolete. The loan 
was sanctioned by the Local Government 
3oard a month ago. 


Ballymote Police. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
aware that some members of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary, at present stationed 
in the district of Ballymote, Co. Sligo, 
arein the habit of purchasing hay and 
other commodities from the farmers of 
the locality, ostensibly for their own use, 
and afterwards reselling the same to 
persons unconnected with the force; 
and, whether this action of theirs has 
the sanction of the police authorities. 


1S 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has been misinformed. There is no 
foundation whatever for the statements | 
in this Question. 
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_as to provide for the sale of Irish estates 
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cannot anticipate discussion “on the con- 
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Lord Ely’s Estate. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
Lord Ely’s Estate is in the English Court 
of Chancery and cannot be sold without 
the consent of that Court ; and, whether 


Land Purchase Acts will be so amended 


in the English Court of 


Chancery. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: But I 


Yes, Sir. 
tents of the forthcoming Bill. 


Mr. FFRENCH: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he is aware that the 
tenants of Lord Ely’s South Wexford 
estate recently held a meeting for the 
purpose of considering the advisability 
of making their landlord an offer for the 
purchase of their holdings, and that the 
public advertisement calling the meeting 
stated that the tenants’ solicitor would 
be present to tender tothe tenants any 
legal assistance they require; whether 
the police have instructions to wateh 
tenants who meet to discuss the question 
of purchasing their holdings; and, if 
not, will he say who was responsible for 
the attendance of 15 policemen at the 
meeting, and what was their object. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The police have no 
instructions to watch tenants who attend 
mectings for the purpose stated. They 
were present on this occasion because a 
large concourse of people was expected, 
and with the sole object of maintaining 
the peace. They were sent on the 
requisitionof the Local Authorities respot- 
sible for the preservation of the peace. 

Irish Language in the Newtownards 

Schools. 
“Mr. SWI T:MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lor 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 8 
aware that the Commissioners of National 
in Ireland have refused to 
allow an evening class for the study @ 
the Irish language to be held in the Am 
Street Schools, Newtownards, (ao 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: No application has 
been made to the Commissioners for per- 
mission to hold an evening class for the 
study of Irish in these Schools. 


Artisans Dwellings in Irish Towns. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork, Co., Mid.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland for a Return 
giving the names of the urban authorities 
in Ireland which have erected artisans 
dwellings under the Towns Improvement 
(Ireland) Act, and to state the number 
of cottages built by each authority and 
the amount of loans sanctioned in re- 
spect of same. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Hon. Member 
presumably refers to the Housing of tha 
Working Classes Act, 1890, and the 
similar Acts previously in force. The 
Commissioners of Public Works at page 
31 of their last Annual Report, publish a 
Table showing the number and amount 
of loans sanctioned, and the number of 
families accommodated, each year since 
1866. The preparation of a Return in 
the form indicated in the question would 
occupy a very considerable time, as it 
would necessitate correspondence with 
the local bodies concerned. Perhaps the 
hon. Member would examine the statis- 
ties | have indicated before pressing for 
the further information desired by him. 


Prison Treatment @ - Conor 0O’Kelly, 


Mr. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he can 
explain why Mr. Conor O'Kelly, M.P. 
for South Mayo, now a prisoner in 
Castlebar Gaol, has been obliged to 
sleep on a plank, and was confined to his 
cell for 22 hours out of 24 each day: 
What is the diet supplied to him; in’ 
what way does his prison treatment differ, 
in regard to reading and writing mate- 
tials and visits, from that of an ordinary | 
convict in the same gaol ; and is he 
allowed to write to his friends and to. 
receive letters from them. | 

| 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Conor O’Kelly, | 


who was committed to Castlebar Prison 





on December 18th 1901, under sentence 
ot two calendar months imprisonment 
for unlawful assembly, was liable under 
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| Rule 24 of Local Prison Rules for the first 
| month of his sentence to sleep on a plank 
| bed. He slept, however, on the plank 
| bed for only three nights after his com- 
'mittal, being then supplied with a mat- 
| tress by order of the medical officer. He 
| has been confined in his cell for 22 hours 
out of the 24, getting the usual period of 
| two hours exercise in the open air as re- 
| quired by subsection 9, section 109, of 7 
Geo. IV., cap. 74. The medical officer has 
_ not ordered him any further period of exer- 
cise on the ground of health. The diet 
prescribed by rule for prisoners sentenced 
to imprisonment without hard labour for 
'two months is class 2 (b) diet for one 
'month and class 3 (b) diet for the re- 
_mainder of the sentence. These approved 
dietaries are prescribed under the General 
Prisons (Ireland) Act, 1877. The medical 
officer during the first month of Mr. 
O’Kelly’s sentence made the following 
changes of diet :—Tea in lieu of cocoa for 
breakfast, 80z. of bread in lieu of pota- 
toes for dinner, and 8oz. of bread extra 
| daily. During the second month of his 
sentence the medical officer directed that 
the class 2 diet should be continued in- 
stead of class 3, and that the extras 
already mentioned should be continued 
with the addition of one pint of milk 
extra daily. The governor reports that 
when Mr. O’Kelly became entitled to 
third-class diet he requested the medical 
officer to allow him to continue on second- 
class diet with the extras, as he said that 
diet agreed with him, and his request 
was granted. There are no “convicts” 
—i.e., prisoners sentenced to penal servi- 
tude—in Castlebar Prison. Mr. O’Kelly 
is subject to the same rules in respect 
of reading and writing materials, visits, 
and letters, as other local prisoners. 
He is entitled to the use of books from 
the prison library and a slate, but not 
to newspapers, nor is he entitled to visits 
or letters during the term of his imprison- 
ment. He has, however, by permission of 
Government, received one visit from a 
solicitor on the 6th instant. The gover- 
nor further reports that, had the prisoner 
desired to write a letter on business or 
family affairs of an urgent nature, he 
would (under the authority vested in him 
in such cases) have allowed the prisoner 
to do so, but that the prisoner did not 
express any such desire. Mr. O’Kelly, a 
few days after his committal, applied to 
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the Prisons Board for permission to pro- 
cure certain educational works not in the 
Castlebar Prison Library, with a view of 
continuing his University studies. The 
Board, in order that educated prisoners 
should not be at a disadvantage by being 
in a small prison with a limited library, 
directed that a supply of educational works 
(mathematics and 
several of the books applied for, should be 
sent from a larger prison to Castlebar 
Prison. Mr. O’Kelly has been exempted 
from the obligation of wearing prison 
clothing, having been permitted under 
Rule 28 of the prison rules to wear his 
own clothing. Mr. O’Kelly, having availed 
himself of the provisions of section 16 of 
the Act 19 and 20 Vict., cap. 68, was ex- 
empted from labour. Had the prisoner 
not chosen to avail himself of this exemp- 
tion he would have been employed five or 
six hours daily at out-door labour. Mr. 
O’Kelly, while being treated as the law 
requires, has applied for and has been 
accorded every concession allowed by the 
law. 


Mr. DILLON : I wish to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether his attention has 
been directed to the fact that when Major 
Jameson and his confederates were sen- 
tenced— 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order! Tha 
has nothing to do with the question on 
the Paper. 


Mr. DILLON: Then I will put it down 
on the Paper for to-morrow. 


Payment of Substitutes for Dispensary 
Medical Officers. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, having regard 
to the fact that, although Medical Ofticers, 
summoned by subpoena to give evidence 
in criminal cases, are paid their fees at 
professional rates, in the cases of dispen- 
sary Officers absent on such duties the 
ratepayers are called upon to pay a locum 
fenens, Whether he will consider the ad- 
visability of ordering in future that such 
doctors must provide their own sub- 
stitute. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Boxrd have been advised that a 
medical officer compelled by subpeena to 
be absent from his district is temporarily 
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| incapacitated from performing his duties 


within the meaning of the Relief Act and 
Orders, and the Board of Guardians were 
bound, therefore, to make provision for 
the care of the sick poor during his 
absence by employing and paying a tem- 
porary substitute. It is a matter of very 
rare occurrence for a Roard of Guardians 
to have to incur expenses such as these. 


Mr. J. P,. FARRELL: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman prepare a Return showing 
how much this has cost to the ratepayers ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Lam informed there 
are very few cases. I will look into the 
matter and see if the Return is justified. 


Irish Railway Clearing House. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, seeing that the Chairman of the 
Board of Works in Ireland is entitled to 
attend the Irish Railway Clearing House, 


whether he can obtain the through 
rates, vid Dublin, which the Great 


Southern and Western Company have 
omitted to furnish. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board of 
Works is not represented on the Com- 
mittee of the Irish Railway Clearing 
House by the Chairman, but by one of 
the Commissioners. The arrangement of 
through rates is a matter for the com- 
panies concerned, and any information 
obtainable by a member of the Committee 
is confidential and could not be made 


public. 


Cattle Transit-—Through Consignment 
Notes. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he received a Resolution 
from the Irish Cattle Traders and Stock- 
owners’ Association protesting against the 
terms of the through consignment note 
enforced by carrying companies in Ireland, 
and asking the Government to modify 
those conditions having regard to the 
decision respecting them by a majority 
of the King’s Bench; and whether the 
Department of Agriculture in [reland in- 
tend to take measures to protect con- 
signors. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Resolution 
has been received. I understand that an 
appeal against the decision of the King’s 
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Bench Division has been, or is about to 
be lodged. If this be so, it would be 
premature to discuss the question whether 


Questions. 


action should be taken by the Depart- 


ment. 


Irish Blind. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he can 
give the total number of blind in Ireland 
according to the last census, the number 
of blind of each sex, and the number of 
blind of each sex in Irish workhouses and 
other institutions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The General Re- 
port on the recent census has not yet 
been completed, but so far as can at pre- 
sent be ascertained there were 4,241 per- 
sons totally blind in Ireland on the 31st 
March—2,106 males and 2,135 females— 
a reduction of 1,100 as compared with 
the year 1891 ; 320 males and 447 females 
were inmates of workhouses, and 134 
males and 220 females were inmates of 
institutions for the blind. 


Albert Institution, Dublin. 

Mr. J. P.O’BRIEN (Tipperary, N.) : 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, if he will 
explain why the prospectus issued by the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Education in Ireland for 1902 makes 
no provision for free places in the Albert 
Institution in Dublin; whether he is 
aware that the prospectus issued by the 
Department for 1901 provided for Free 
Resident Students; whether he has 
read the Memorandum issued by the 
President of the Board, in July, 1901, 
addressed to “ The Irish Farmer and his 
Friends,” which states (pages 17 and 18), 
that for every rural district scholarships 
or bursaries shall be provided which 
will enable boys leaving the primary 
schools to obtain their training in the 
secondary school free, and for the ex- 
tension of that system for the education 
of exceptional boys up to the Royal 
College of Science and the University. 
And, having regard to the fact that the 
prospectus of the Department for this 
year demands fees amounting to £27 for 
the Summer and Winter Sessions at the 
Albert Institute; whether he will pro- 
vide that boys who have qualified for 
admission to the Institute trusting to 
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the regulations of the President of the 
Department shall not be deprived of 
the priority of their labour by the 
original prospectus being departed from. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The prospectus for 
1902 already issued is a_ preliminary 
prospectus only. A supplementary 
prospectus dealing with the new 
arrangements as to scholarships is 
about to be issued. The reply to the 
second paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The main feature of the new Scheme 
will be the substitution of County 
Scholarships aided partly by funds of 
the Department and of the County 
Councils, for the 25 free places hitherto 
provided. The number of places, free so 
far as the student is concerned, will, 
it is expected, be considerably larger 
under the new arrangements than under 
the old system.. 


Cork Post Office. 

Mr. J. F. X. OTBRiEN (Cork): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the business 
now transacted at the Cork Post Office 
is greater than it was 50 years ago, 
when the old post office was built. 
Whether he will grant a Return showing 
the relative number of transactions in 
that post office for a given period of 
three months in the year 1901, as com- 
pared with those of a similar period in 
1851, in respect to the amount of corre- 
spondence, number of telegrams, money 
orders, and postal orders, and number 
of savings banks customers. And, 
whether, in view of the increase in all 
post office business, the postal authorities 
adhere to the proposed plans of the new 
building which show a reduction from 
70 teet to 40 feet in the counter space 
available for public business. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The desired Return of the business at 
the Cork Post Office for the year 1851 
cannot be given; but the present busi- 
ness is of course very much larger. The 
plans for the enlargement of the build- 
ing were prepared to meet the increase 
of business. The difference in the 
counter space is not really so great 
is suggested, for the available 
the present counters is 


as 1s 
space at 
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about 60 feet only, and much of that is 
of little use to the public; while the new 
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office will have 54 feet of counter, in- | lands in the Letterkenny district to which: 


cluding the separate parcels counter, at 
the whole of which the public can be 
served, so that it will be possible to 
attend to more persons at one time 
than at present, 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: Does the 
right hon Gentleman think the smaller 
counter space will be sufficient for the 
greater amount of business now done ? 


AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
will be 


Mr. 
The available counter space 
larger, not smaller. 


Mr. FLYNN: As there is a difference | 
of opinion on this matter between the | 


architect of the Board of Works and the 
local architects, will the right hon. 
Gentleman send down an architect 
from Dublin to confer with the local 
architects ? 

Mr. |AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
do not think any useful purpose would 
be served by any further inquiry. A 
complete inquiry had been made and I 


have had the advantage of seeing the | 


alternative plans suggested. 


_ Mr. FLYNN: I say that local opinion 
in this matter is being entirely ignored. 


Letterkenny Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. McFADDEN (Donegal, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if he 
is aware that the inhabitants of the town- 


lands of Cork, Ballystrang, Lananlea, and | 


part of Kirkneedy, in the Letterkenny, 
County Donegal, postal district, at present 
receive only a bi-weekly delivery of letters, 


whilst those in the neighbouring town- | 


lands of the Tann district, and that of 
Stranorlar, receive a daily delivery ; and 
whether, seeing that there are fifty families 
residing in the said townlands who have 


correspondence with relatives at service | 


in different parts of the country, and 
residing in Scotland and America, steps 
will be taken to give the townlands named 
a daily delivery the same as in the 
neighbouring townlands. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 


Postmaster General will have inquiry 
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| made on the question of affording a more 
frequent delivery of letters at the town- 


the hon. Member refers, and the result 
| shall be communicated to him as soon as 
| possible. 


Donegal Pier Tolls —Income Tax 
Assessment. 


| Mr. McFADDEN: I beg to ask the: 


Secretary to the Treasury, if he is aware 
that the Surveyor of Taxes at London- 
derry has assessed the County Council of 
| the county of Donegal with mcome tax 
/on the tolls received by them from the 
piers in the county, and has, notwith- 
| standing the protest of the Council, refused 
to deduct from such assessments the 
amount of the annual instalments paid 
by the Council to the Board of Works, in 
respect of the outstanding loans borrowed 
for the erection of the piers ; and whether, 
seeing that all the piers in the County 
| Donegal, with one exception, are situate 
in congested districts, and the revenues 
derived from them are placed by the 
Council in aid of the rates of the districts 
in which the piers are situate, directions 
will be given to the surveyor to remit the 
assessments or give credit in the assess- 
ments for the amounts of the instalments 
paid by the Council to the Board of Works. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
facts appear to be as stated, and instruc- 
tions have been given for the assessment 
to be reduced by such an amount as re- 
presents the interest paid to the Board of 
Works. 


Committee on the Presentation of Local 
Records. 

Mr. BULL (Hammersmith): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
whether he can state when the Final 
Report of the Treasury Committee, 
appointed in 1900 to consider the 
preservation of local records, may be 
expected, having regard to his answer to 
a similar inquiry made on the 20th May 
last. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


I can add 


| nothing as far as I know to the answer: 


given by my hon. friend the Secretary to 
‘the Treasury on January 30th, which 
was to the effect that the Report of the 
Committee is in course of preparation, 
but it is impossible to say when it will be 
| presented. 
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New Procedure Rules. 
Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, Ac- 


the Treasury, whether, if the new 
Standing Order, “ Priority of Business,”’ 
is passed, Bills put down for the third 
and fourth Wednesdays after Whit 
Sunday will be transferred to the third 
and fourth Fridays after Whit Sunday, 
and will receive the same priority as if 
the said Standing Order had not been 
passed. 


the First Lord of the Treasury, whether, 
ifthe new Standing Orders as proposed 
are brought into effect, any arrangement 
will be made by which the Public Bills 
introduced by unofficial Members and 
placed on the Order Papers for Wednes- 
days throughout the session will be 
transferred to Fridays in the same order 
as now standing on the Order Paper. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course, if 


substitute Friday for Wednesday, we 
should take care that no Member with a 
Bill down for Wednesday should suffer 
by the change. It will be a change, not 
only in the day, but in all the business 
set down for that day. 


GeneraL LAURIE: Do I understand 
that all theorders set down for Wednesday 
will be transferred to Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Of course, the 
change will be en bloc. The whole thing 
will be transferred from Wednesday to 
Friday, 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I wish to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whether each rule will come 
into operation immediately after it is 
passed, or whether all will come into | 


passed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I 
answered a question of somewhat similar 
tenor a few daysago. Every rule as soon 
as it is passed becomes a Sessional Order, | 
unless the House passes some Resolution 
suspending its operation. To make it a 
Standing Order requires in the case of a 
new rule a separate Motion. I do not) 
propose that any of the rules—I think | 
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crington): I beg to ask the First Lord of | 


GenerAL LAURIE: May I also ask | 


the House consents, as I hope it will, to | 


cperation together when all have been | 
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they are numbered 3 to 10, but I must 
not be taken as giving the precise figures 
--that block of rules which deals with 
the arrangement of our time, should come 
into operation until all are passed. The 
other rules, which stand on their own 
basis, will come into operation, at any 
rate as Sessional Orders, as soon as they 
| are passed. 


Questions. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): How does that effect the case 
of an already existing Standing Order 
being amended ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: A Standing 


Order which is amended will remain a 


| Standing Order. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: In its: 


amended form ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, it will 
remain an amended Standing Order. A 
new Order will remain a Sessional Order 
until a special Resolution is passed making 
it a Standing Order. 


Presentation of Supplementary Estimates. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he will explain 
why the Civil Service Supplementary 


| _ . s . . 
Estimates have, without notice being 


given to the House, been again presented 
in a form which will allow of but one 
question being put from the Chair, when 
last session he based the change then 
for the first time made on the ground 
that it was an emergency operation, 
and an emergency operation alone, the 


circumstances being altogether special. 
‘May I explain that I understand the 


Secretary to the Treasury gave some 


sort of notice late at night, but not the 


sort of notice I have in my mind. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 


Gentleman complains of the notice. It 


| was public notice given in the ordinary 
'way by my right hon. friend in my 
|absence and at my request. 


I agreed 
not to make the change without notice ; 
but the notice has been given in a 
perfectly public and unexceptionable 
manner. The reason for the change is 
simple. It was made last year as an 
emergency measure, but the Govern- 
ment think that it is the most con- 
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venient way of dealing with Supple 
mentary Estimates. We do not put 
the Supplementary Estimates, iike the 
Ordinary Estimates of the year, in fixed 
compartments. As _ they 
passed by March 31, it is best to put 
them in a form which will prevent an 
emergency arising similar to that from 
which we suffered last year. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: It is 
an arrangement convenient to the 
Government, no doubt, but the ques- 
tion is whether it is convenient to the 
financial control of this House. I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether or 
not a practice of this kind is not a great 
encouragement to the increase of Supple- 
mentary Estimates, and a discourage- 
ment to the Government to place on the 
Original Estimates the true expenditure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will try to 
answer a somewhat argumentative ques- 
tion. I entirely concur with the right 
hon. Gentleman that the Government 
should, as far as possible, restrict putting 
any of their expenditure in the form of 
Supplementary Estimates, and, as a matter 
of fact, the Supplementary Estimates this 
year are on a much smaller scale than 
those which it was our duty and mis- 
fortune to present last year. Of course, 
when I used the word convenient, I 
meant to apply it in its widest sense, and 
to speak of the convenience not of the 
Government alone, but of the progress of 
public business. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I wish to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether last year, when this practice was 
adopted for the first time in the whole 
history of Parliament, the right hon, 
Gentleman did not defend it on the 
ground that, it then being the 18th of 
March, and Supply being in a backward 
condition, it was essential to take this 
course to fulfil the law, and whether he 
did not on that occasion give the House 
a pledge, repeated two or three times in 
the course of the debate, that this was 
not to be taken as a precedent. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am basing 
myself now on the convenience of the 
House. I promised that notice should be 
given, and it has been given. The fact 
that a thing has been done once is surely 
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/not a reason for not doing it again, 
though it may be a reason for doing it 
again. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 
hon. Gentleman has not answered my 
question. Did he not last year give a 
pledge to the House that the adoption of 
the practice last year was not to be taken 
| as a precedent for the future ? 


Mr. A. J, BALFOUR: I do not take 


it as a precedent. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: This is a 
most important matter. If the right hon, 
Gentleman is, without discussion, allowed 
to establish this practice, he will have 
passed a new rule without any discussion 
at all, at the very time we are debating 
the proposed new Rules of Procedure. 
Under those circumstances I shall ask 
leave to move the adjournment in order 
that this matter may be discussed. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must wait till Questions are over. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES = (Lynn 
Regis): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
undertake, before making any further 
change in the presentation of the 
Estimates, to submit any such change to 
the Public Accounts’ Committee ? 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is an altogether different Question. 
SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES 

(PRESENTATION.) 
MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 


(4.55.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND, 
Member for Waterford, rose in_ his 
place, and asked leave to move 


the adjournment of the House for 
the purpose of discussing a definite 
matter of urgent public importance, 
viz.—* The presentation of a Supple- 
mentary Estimate for Civil Service 
in one sum covering various Depart- 
ments contrary to the custom of the 
House ”; but the pleasure of the House 
not having been signified, Mr. Speaker 
called on those Members who supported 
the Motion to rise in their places, 
and not less than 40 Members having 
accordingly risen. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: One of the 
objects the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House stated he had in 
view in moving the new rules was that 
there should be some certainty in the 
minds of hon. Members as to the business 
to be taken. I venture to submit that 
in making this Motion I am not in any 
way departing from that idea. The First 
Lord of the ‘lreasury had in his mind 
that we should come down to the House 
today with the object of discussing the 
new rules, and the Motion I make raises 
a discussion on a new rule which the 
right hon. Gentleman is putting forward, 
and which he apparently desires to have 
sanctioned as a settled rule at present 
without any discussion at all; although 
in truth it may be said that the rule 
which the right hon. Gentleman is 
endeavouring to pass in this way is one 
of the most far-reaching importance. 
I suppose the right hon. Gentleman 
thoroughly understands the principle, 
but yet it may be no harm for me to 
state what the point is, just in two 
sentences. The ordinary Estimates of the 
year are put before the House in a series 
of separate sums for every Department, so 
that every hon. Member who desires may 
move an Amendment with reference to a 
specific Department, and have a dis- 
cussion and an Amendment on it. And 
the uniform practice of the House has 
been followed, and the same rule has 
been applied, with respect to the Supple- 
mentary Estimates. That is to say, ii it 
is found at the commencement of a 
session that the Mstimates passed in the 
previous session were defective, and that 
more money was required for certain 
services and Supplementary Estimates for 
this additional money are put before the 
House, they shouid be put as separate 
sums for separate Departments, in order 
that any hon. Member who chooses may 
find fault with the acts of any Depart- 
ment. That has been the immemorial 
practice of the House until last year; 
now it is proposed to entirely alter the 
whole rule of Supplementary Estimates. 

What has happened? There are in this 
Estimate a number of different items, 
under different heads and for different 
classes, and if any hon. Member chooses 
to move an Amendment on, say, the last 
item on the list, that would preclude 
the possibility of any other hon. Member 
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from raising a discussion on any item 
higher up on the list. In that way the 
possibility of discussing the items might 
be completely destroyed, and the whole 
amount would be put from the Chair in 
one sum. The right hon. Gentleman 
says that this is a small Supplementary 
Estimate. I remember that last year it 
was about a million. This year it is only 
for a quarter of a million; but the 
question at issue is exactly the same, 
and if the House sanctions this practice, 
then, I think, we may not be very far 
from the day when a Minister may come 
down and propose the original Estimates 
in one sum, and thereby prevent any 
adequate discussion, or any control by 
the House of Commons of the national 
expenditure. What took place last 
year is now taking place, and ought, I 
think, to bea warning tothe House of 
Commons of how careful they ought to 
be in allowing the Ministry to deviate 
from the settled practice of the House. 
Well, what took place last vear? Iam 
not one of those who place any efficacy 
in the use of mere hard words; but I 
must be allowed to say that anything 
more scandalous than this issue of these 
Supplementary Estimates in this form, 
after what took place in the House last 
year, it is impossible to conceive. Up to 
last year, even when cbstruction was 
most rampant, it never suggested itself 
to any Miniscer to attempt to introduce 
this practice, and then it was done with- 
out notice to the House. The Vote had 
to come on for discussion on a Monday, 
and on the Saturday previous a private 
notice was sent to the Leader of the 
Opposition ; but so far as the House of 
Commons was concerned, there was 
no notice at all; and but for the 
vehemence of some pr:vate Members, 
the Estimate would have been passed 
through without discussion. But owing 
to the vigilance of some Irish Members 
this, what | venture to call Parliamentary 
trick, was discovered and a discussion 
did take place. Then the First Lord of 
the Treasury came down and made a 
strong plea to the House, which even to 
me, who was bitterly opposed to the 
procedure, seemed a plausible plea. The 
right hon. Gentleman said— 

“We are now at the 18th March, these 
Estimates must be carried by a certain day 
in March in order to fulfil the law. The time 
of the House is so limited and the days at our 
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disposal are so few that unless we adopt this | 


device it is impossible for us to fulfil the law.” 


And in reply to private Members on both 
sides of the House—for this was not 
made a Party matter—the right hon. 
Gentleman repeatedly stated that he 
only proposed this alteration in procedure 
because he was pressed for time, and that 


it should not be taken as a precedent for | 


the future. 

Now, I submit respectfully that this 
is a most serious matter, that the 
First 


{COMMONS} 
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was the only means by which they might 
come to anything like an agreement as to the 


(Presentation 


| procedure on important questions of Supply.” 


When the First Lord came to make a 
speech himself on the matter, he dealt 
with the question of establishing a new 
precedent and altering the rules of the 
House. He said— 


“There is no danger in the course we have 


| adopted, because it is a course obviously and 


avowedly adopted in anemergency. The hon. 


| Member for East Somersetshire wished to get 


Lord of the Treasury obtained | 


the sanction of this House to this rule. 


last year under that plea that it was an 
emergency rule and would not con- 
stitute a precedent ; and yet he comes 
down now and proposes to make it a 
permanent Rule of the House. 
are several quotations I should like to 
make from the speeches of the right hon. 
Gentleman on 18th March last. The 
first is an answer to the hon. Member 
for Poplar, in which the First Lord of 
the Treasury said— 

“T should hope that after my explanation 
there will not be any great desire on the part 
of the House to discuss the innovation—— ’ 
whch was an explanation that there 
were no other ;means of getting the 
Estimate passed. 

“The circumstances are altogether special, 

and special means must be taken to meet 
them.” 
That was the first statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman. The second was 
In answer to the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Somersetshire—an hon. 
Member who has always been, if I may 
be allowed to say so, jealous of interfer- 
ence with the old habits of the House and 
the rights of private Members—when he 
said— 

“It would be some alleviation if his right 
hon. friend could give them an assurance that 
this proposal was only made in view of the 
exceptional circumstances of the present 
occasion, and was not intended to be made a 
precedent. He could not conceive, if it were 
intended to be a precedent, that it should be 
done in this manner.” 

Mr. A. J. BaLrour: Hear, Hear. 

Mr. Hosuovse said he understood, then, 
that it was not intended to be a precedent, 
but was only made in view of the very ex- 
ceptional circumstances. But even if that 
were the object he thought it might have been 
done in a somewhat different manner, and he 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman that 
some proper consideration might be given to 
the subject by a Committee selected from all 
sections of the House. A Select Committee 


Mr. John Redmond. 


a specific pledge or declaration from me. I 
thought I gave a specific pledge or declaration 
in reply to a question earlier in the evening. 
But if the hon. Member desires such a pledge— 
I should have thought it unnecessary—I will 
give it in the most unreserved fashion. The 


‘only reason this course has been adopted is 


There 


without 


that we found ourselves driven off from day 
to day by the length of the discussion on the 
Civil Service and other Estimates, until it was 
perfectly obvious that if we were to fulfil the 
law it would be only by the goodwill of those 
who have not shown up to the present any 
great anxi-ty that we should be able to fulfil 
it.” 


Then the right hon. Gentleman was 
interrupted by the hon. Member for 
East Clare, who asked— 

“Will the right hon. Gentleman kindly 


say what is the pledge he has unreservedly 
given?” 


Mr. Balfour replied— 


‘The statement I made was that this is an 
emergency operation alone. The House in 
dealing with a practical question ought to 
show itself a practical Assembly.” 


I might make further quotations from 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman, 
but I think I have cited enough. I have 
shown that this is an entirely new prac- 
tice, that up till last year it was absolutely 
precedent, and had never 
been done before in the whole history of 
the House of Commons, that when 
challenged the right hon. Gentleman said 
he had only done it because it was 
necessary to fulfil the law, and that it 
was not to be taken as a precedent, and 
he gave a specific pledge that it was not 
to be taken as a precedent, that it was 
only an emergency operation alone. 
There is no emergency this year. We 
are only now at 10th February, last year 
we were at 18th March, and no claim 
therefore can be made that an emergency 
has arisen. Yet the right hon. Gentle- 
man comes down, and in violation of 
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ation in the procedure of the House of 
Commons without discussion—had I not 
moved the adjournment of the House. I 
say this proceeding is not a creditable one 
to the right hon. Gentleman ; and if the 
House of Commons permits its rights in 
matters of Supply to be filehed away in 
this manner and new precedents estab- 
lished, the day is possibly near—as I have 
already said-~when a Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will propose to take the whole 
Civil Service Estimates in one sum with- 
out discussion. | put the point clearly, and 
I leave it to the House of Commons to 
decide for itself whether it will agree to 
this violation of the pledge given last year 
by the First Lord of the Treasury that a 
new precedent of a far-reaching character 
would not be established and so destroy 
the safeguards which have always been 
regarded as imperatively necessary for the 
full and free discussion of Supply by this 


House. 


Motion made and Question proposed 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Mr. John Redmond). 


(5.13). Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): This is not the first time that the 
House has been indebted to Irish Members 
for raising matters of very great import- 
ance. Unfortunately I myself was absent 
at the time this precedent was carried last 
year—not as a week ender, but on public 
service—and therefore I was unable to 
take part in the discussion. But I can 
only say that when I heard what had 
taken place I felt a shock, which was all 
the greater that it had been done by my 
right hon. friend the First Lord of the 
Treasury. I felt perfectly certain in my 
own mind that, though this had been done 
in a case of emergency, when there were 
very few days left to enable the Govern- 
ment to comply with the law, what 
had been done in an emergency would 
be repeated again. I only want to 
made a small contribution to the debate. 
I, however, happen to be a member of 
the Public Accounts Committee of this 
House, whose recommendations are, I be- 
lieve, always attended by the House. I 
wish to call the particular attention of 
the First Lord of the Treasury to a, 


{10 Fespruary 1902} 


what I do not hesitate to say was a very | 
specific and solemn pledge, asks the 
House of Commons to sanction this alter- | 


(Presentation). 882 


Treasury Minute in January, 1889, in 
which it was stated that the recom- 
mendations of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee would always receive the earnest 
consideration of the Treasury. That 
was in relation to a proposed change in 
the form of the Estimates, which was 
comparatively unimportant contrasted 
with a proposal which lumps whole 
Estimates in one sum. In the First Re- 
port of the Public Accounts Committee 
of 1890 it says— 

“The tirst of these letters, dated the 21st of 
February, informs your Committee that the 
Treasury have found it desirable in preparing 
the Estimates for the Civil Services for 1890- 
91 to effect some re-arrangements of the Votes 
resulting in a reduction of their number.” 
That was a comparatively lenient offence, 
and nothing in comparison with what is 
proposed in this case. The Committee 
go on to say— 

‘““ Your Committee cannot, therefore, but re- 
gret that the Admiralty did not propose, and 
that the Treasury did not insist upon, a 
postponement of the adoption of the new form 
of Estimates unti! the House of Commons or 
your Committee had been given an oppor- 
tunity of expressing their opinion upon it.’ 
Ithink that is a most exceptionable 
statement. The Public Accounts Com- 
mittee is a most competent Committee 
to consider the form of this business. 
When there has been hitherto any 
change in the form of the Estimates, 
they have been submitted repeatedly to 
the Public Accounts Committee. The 
Report goes on to say— 

‘ Moreover if the changes of form were held 
to require the judgment of your Committee, 
it seems only reasonable that they should have 
been submitted to your Committee before 
they were adopted, in accordance with the 
precedents of 1867, when the plans of Messrs. 
Foster and Vine for the classification of the 
Civil Service Estimates were submitted to and 
approved hy the Public Accounts Committee 
of that year, and of 1884, when the scheme for 
dealing with Army and Navy Extra Receipts 
was submitted and approved in like manner.” 

Thus in 1867 and 1881, when changes 
of a very small character were made 
these changes were previously submitted 
to the Public Accounts Committee and 
approved by them. Now I think I will 
read only one other paragraph from this 
Report of 1890 in which they proceed to 
say— 

“ Your Committee concur with the opinions 
expressed in the foregoing extracts from the 
Report of 1888. They therefore hold that pro- 
posals to alter the form of the Estimates and 
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the number of the Votes, similar to those now 
brought before your Committee, should, in the 
first instance, be laid before the House, so as 
to enable the House to examine them, and if 
it should think fit, to refer them to the Public 
Accounts Committee before an important 
change is adopted.” 

Is the Public Accounts Committee to 
be treated with this contempt and with 
this disregard ? There is no suggestion 
made to refer the matter to the Public 
Accounts Committee. Nobody is con- 
sulted, and still less is the House consulted. 
It is all done in the dark, and the 
Estimates are lumped together in one 
sum without the slightest aprroach to 
an emergency. I cannot but believe that 
this change has been due to some forget- 
fulness or some misunderstanding, and | 
earnestly hope that the First Lord of the 
Treasury will re-consider his decision and 
withdraw these Estimates, and before he 
makes these extremely important con- 
stitutional changes now put before us, I 
hope that he will not only submit them 
to the Public Accounts Committee for 
their opinion—which I am sure they will 
be ready to give—but that he will also 
submit his proposals to the House before 
any such alteration is made. 


(5.18.) Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 
(Tower Hamlets, Poplar): lam not going 
to discuss the meritsof this change, because 
I think it is quiteclear to all who heard 
the debate last year that the right hon. 
Gentleman not only meant his proposal 
to be temporary, but he stated also that 
an emergency had arisen and therefore 
he had to have recourse to emergency 
measures. But he went further, and | 
should like to call his attention to this 
he said that while we would probably 
have to agree to it under the circum- 
stances, if this particular form of 
procedure which was before us was to 
become permanent, it ought to be referred 
toa Committee. The words of the right 
hon. Gentleman in the debate last year 
confirm what has fallen from the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn, for he stated 
that the Committee on Public Accounts 
have most strongly urged that no change 
of this sort ought to be adopted without 
being considered by a Committee of the 
House. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: And should 


not be adopted without being first sub- 
mitted to the House itself. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : If you send 


a proposal up to a Committee it would 
come before the House from that Com- 
mittee. I wish to draw the attention of 
the right hon. Gentleman to the conclud- 
ing words of his remarks last year in 
discussing these matters. My hon. and 
learned friend the Member for Waterford 
has pointed out the definite pledges 
which the right hon. Gentleman gave, 
In column 292 in Hansard of March 18th, 
the First Lord of the Treasury said— 

“) do venture to think that, whether the 
House regards the Government as to blame 
or not for having met on the 14th of February, 
we are all agreed that there is but one way to. 
get our Votes through by the lega! day.” 
That is to say, these particular Votes on 
that particular occasion, when the Govern- 
ment argued that they had four or six 
days only for the Army and Navy 
Estimates. Then the right hon. Gentle- 
man went on to say— 

“ And that is the way the Government has 
adopted. If the House take that view, as I 
think they must, they must defer to a more 
convenient season the broad question of the 
procedure in Supply, and if they desire that 
it should be considered by a Committee up- 
stairs or elsewhere, I shall give any such desire 
my heartiest support.” 

As far as I am concerned, | heard the: 
whole of this debate, and to a certain 
extent | initiated it, and | know that there 
was an impression left on my mind, and 
I think on the minds of hon. Members 
on both sides of the House—because I 
remember that the hon. Member for 
fast Somersetshire withdrew his objec- 
tion—that there was an emergency which 
had to be met, and the House agreed to 
it. It was not, however, to be taken 
in any sense as a precedent, and it was 
not to be made into a permanent arrange- 
ment without further consideration of 
the matter, and to see whether it would 
be a good or a bad thing. Under these 
circumstances, if the right hon. Gentle- 
man will re-read his speech, and recall 
to his recollection what happened last 
year, I cannot think that he can possibly 
press this Amendment without fur- 
ther consideration by the Committee 
upstairs or by the House itself. I think 
we all recognise that as Leader of the 
House when the right hon. Gentleman 
gives a pledge he sticks to it, and we 
have never yet had any occasion to 


reproach him in that respect. Therefore, 
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even though he himself may think that 
he has not broken his pledge, all [ can 
say is that the impression of a very large 
majority who heard that debate is that 
the right hon. Gentleman has not 
entirely carried ‘ut the promise he gave 
last year. Under these circumstances, 
and with due regard to the feelings which 
we all desire to have towards him. I 
trust the right hon. Gentleman will re- 
consider the question. There is one 
other point to which I wish to draw 
attention. I asked the righ: hon. 
Gentleman just now why no notice had 
been given of this proposal, and he 
replied that notice had been given by 
the Secretary to the Treasury. I was 
not in the House when notice was 
given of this enormous change by the 
hon. Gentleman at 12 o’clock, just at 
the interruption of the business on 
Friday, when the right hon. Gentleman 
cannot keep his followers together to 
keep a House. I should like to ask the 
hon. Gentlemin whether he did give 
notice to the House. I understand 
that he gave notice that there would be 
a Supplementary Estimate placed on the 
Table and that he said nothing further. 


Tue FINANCIALSECRETARY To THE 
TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): I think the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford will bear 
me Out when I say that I said that I 
had that day laid on the Table Supple- 
mentary Estimates, but they would 
not be circulated until the latter 
part of next week, and that when they 
were circulated they would be in the 
form adopted last year. The hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford asked 
me whether I meant that they would 
appear under one Resolution, and I said 
“Yes.” I made that statement in 
moving the adjournment of the House, 
which is the usual opportunity for 
giving notice of proposals of this kind. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Then I 
withdraw any argument founded upon 
the statement that the Government did 
not give notice, but in the debate of last 
year, in my opinion, the notice was 
totally inadequate. If the right hon. 
Gentleman was really going to turn a 
temporary emergency into a precedent 
for a permanent alteration, he should 


{10 Fepruary 1902} 
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give proper notice to the House, 
and give hon. Members an opportunity 
of expressing their opinion upon it. I 
do not quite understand what is meant 
by his argument, but perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman will tell us when isa 
precedent not a precedent? This, how- 
ever, is not the question. The point is 
that an impression was left upon the 
House in one direction last session, and 
apart from the merits of this particular 
case, it is of the utmost importance that 
any impression left on the House with 
regard to a pledge by the Leader of 
the House should be fulfilled to the 
letter and not be broken. 


(5.28) Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) said 
that the position the First Lord of the 
Treasury had taken up was simply to 
blot out as irrelevant what he had 
done in the House last session. On this 
assumption, then, there was admittedly 
no precedent whatever for what he was 
doing now. Thus he was making a 
precedent. The invariable practice 
pursued in this House had been to give 
the House the opportunity of debating 
and dividing upon the particular Vote for- 
each Department embraced in this 
Estimate, and this practice was now 
to be departed from in the face of 
a suggestion made by the Standing 
Committee of this House, appointed to 
advise the House upon such subjects 
that no change in the form of Estimates 
should be made without reference to it. 
Thus a diminution in the power of the 
House to express its opinion definitely 
with references to Votes for each Depart- 
ment was now to take place, and it was a 
diminution unprecedented under the 
circumstances, and unheard of before. 
But the House was not to be asked to 
decide as to the change. He submitted 
that was not treating the House 
with respect. That was not the 
proper course by which to guard the 
privileges and the practice of the House. 
In an important matter of this kind 
affecting that of which the House in 
better days was so jealous—its effective 
control over the Supply of public money 
—the duty of the right Lon. Gentleman, 
if he thought a change ought to be made, 
was to propound the change to the 
House and give Members an opportunity 
of expressing their opinion on it. Was 
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it to be said that it was only what was | 
written that was law ? A large part of the | 
law of this country, civil and criminal, was 
the common and unwritten law. There | 
was also a common law of Parliament— | 
the usage of unbroken tradition—which 
was just as powerful as any law laid | 
down by Standing Order. An innovation 
of the kind proposed ought to be pre- 
ceded by an opportunity given to the 
House of considering and dealing with 
the question. The House was asked to | 
accept the ipse dixit of the right hon. | 
Gentleman that it was convenient to. 
vote the Estimate en bloc, and if it 
had not been for the Motion made by | 
the hon. Member for Waterford, they | 
would not have been able to express, 
even by this indirect and inconvenient 
process, an opinion on the merits of | 
what was intended. So far on the} 
ground which the First Lord had taken 
as to the effect of last session’s action. 

Bnt that action made the case stronger | 
still. When a similar proposal was 
made by the right hon. Gentleman last | 
session he defended it by stating that it 
was a matter of urgency and necessity. 
That was an acknowledgment that it was 
in principle an objectionable transaction, 
only to be allowed because the condition 
of publie business and time rendered it 
necessary. Therefore, it was incumbent 
on him now, when no such conditions 
existed, to invite the House by Motion 
to consider and divide as to the advis- 
ability of making this innovation. He 
hoped that those who were interested in 
the preservation inviolate of the un- 
broken practice of the House with respect 
to control over public finance would by 
voting for the adjournment express their 
disapproval of what was now proposed. 


(5.35.) Str WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Monmouthshire, W.): I do not think 
that a question of graver constitutional 
importance has been introduced, or 
ever could be suggested to the House 
of Commons, than that which arises on 
this Motion. I should be the last person 
to suggest that there is any desire to 
escape from the pledges or to break faith 
with the House on the part of the right 
hon. Gentleman. I can only account 
for the course that has been taken by | 
the absolute escape from his memory of 
everything he did and of everything he 

> fe, 

Mr. blake. 
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said last year. I am quite sure that 
that is the secret of the position in which 
he finds himself and in which we find 
ourselves. What was said by my hon 
friend who has just spoken is perfectly 
true. The allegation of emergency last 
year implied disapproval of the proposal 
on its own merits. Why has an emer. 
gency arisen at al? Why should you 
not have come down and said there are 
particular reasons this year of conveni- 
ence, and that is the way we ought to 
adopt in future. The right hon. Gentle. 
man seems to think, in reference to the 


(Presentation ). 


and the traditions of Parliament, that 
everything is convenient that suits the 
temporary condition in which the 
Government find themselves. Now that 
is not and cannot be regarded as a safe 
rule of conduct in this House. We are 
embarked, as unfrotunately we know, in 
enormous expenditure. There never 
was a time when it was more necessary 
for the House of Commons to mai tain 
its control of the expenditure of this 
country than at the present moment. 
It is of the very essence of public economy 
that the House should have adequate 
opportunity of expressing its opinion upon 
those heads of expenditure. But of all 
Estimates the Supplementary Estimates 
are those which ought to be most care- 
fully examined. The fundamental 
principle of economy in this country is 
to call upon the Government at the 
beginning of every session to lay before 
the House as accurate estimates of the 
expenditure of that year as can be made, 
and if you encourage or permit facilities 
for multiplying Supplementary Est mates 
you will lose all control over the original 
Estimate. Therefore, Supplementary 
Estimates must be watched carefully. 
Let me illustrate what might happenif 
this practice were allowed. We have had 
questions raised of remounts, contracts for 
meat, and so forth. If what is now 
proposed can be done with regard to the 
Civil Service Estimate it can be done also 
with regard to the War Office Estimates, 
and whenever the Government have got 
estimates that they have a difficulty about 
they have only got to slump them all 
together so that we cannot separate them 
and we cannot get an issue upon them. 
I do not know what has happened at the 
Treasury since my time, but I confess | 
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would as soon have expected an eruption 


{10 Fesruary 1902} 


] 
| 


of Vesuvius in the Treasury as expect | 


that a proposal of this kind would be 


brought forward in a light manner to | 


revolutionise the whole economic prin- 
ciples of the country. I venture to 
observe that some of the Rules of 
Procedure weaken the control 
House as a body. I am not speaking for 
one side of the House or the other, 
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His Majesty's Government. But we have 
something else to consider. We have to 
consider the security of the country 
against useless and reckless expenditure. 
What was it the right hon. Gentleman 
said in finishing his statement last year 2 
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| He said— 


of the | 


I do} 


contend that there are two powers in the | 
House of Commons—there is the power | 
of the Executive Government to initiate | 


and practically to design the policy and 
the expenditure of the country, but 
behind that there is the power of 
the House of Commons to question 
the whole matter. It is for that purpose 
that the estimates have been framed, 
and have been maintained for gene- 
rations, at all events, for a very long 
period, in the form in which they at 
present stand. If you once relax that, 
the whole power of control and restraint 
upon reckless expenditure is gone. 

What is the position in which the right 
hon. Gentleman stands in reference to this 
matter? Last year, in an emergency, 
owing to the particular pressure of the 
war at that time you relaxed the rules, 
All rules must be relaxed in emergency, 
but the more you _ relax rules in 
emergency the more carefully you ought 
to maintain them when the emergency 
passes, otherwise the whole of your 
security is gone. Now, the language 
which was held by the right hon. 
Gentleman last session pointed to this. 
He said that in the House of Commons— 

*“No man in his senses would believe that 
this is a proposal I should make except in an 
emergency. 

But then, suddenly, he gives notice. 
All I can say is that it is worthless to 
give notice almost sub silentio on a Friday 
night, which will never come before the 
great mass of the House until Monday. 
That is the sort of notice in which 
there is a complete revolution made 
in the whole economic system of the 
House of Commons. It is an absolute 
destruction of the control of the House 
of Commons. But then the right hon. 
Gentleman says it is for theconvenience of 
the House. Well, the notion the right hon. 
Gentleman seems to have formed of the 
convenience of the House is that nobody 
should have any trouble, and, least of all, 


‘* Tf the House take that view, as I think they 
must, they must defer to a more convenient 
session the broad question of their Procedure in 
Supply, and if they desire that it should be 
considered by a Committee upstairs or elsewhere, 
I shall give any such desire my hearty support.” 
There is a pledge as distinct as anything 
can be that if this question was to be 
raised under the general question of our 
convenience it should not be done with- 
out consultation with the House and a 
Committee upstairs. Well, that is what 
we are entitled to ask from the right 
hon. Gentleman, and I cannot help feel- 
ing, as we all know, that it is his dis- 
position to fulfil to the letter any under- 
taking that he has held out, and that he 
will not attempt to press this Procedure 
which he has stated ought to be done by 
consultation with the House. 

“They must defer to a more convenient 

season the broad question of the Procedure in 
Supply.” 
Well, this is the broad question of the 
Procedure in Supply. That is the desire 
of both sides, that if this change is to be 
made it should be made after due con- 
sideration by the House. If that desire 
exists, and I think it does, the right hon. 
Gentleman to-night will doubtless give it 
his hearty support ; he has promised that 
he will. If he has made that promise I 
have no doubt he will adhere to it. I 
believe I express the general feeling of the 
House when I say that, if the change is 
to be made, it ought to be carefully 
examined, and if it should be proved to 
be convenient and safe let it be adopted, 
but if it is proved otherwise let it be 
withdrawn. I think that is a reasonable 
view to take of the case, and it is one 
entirely consistent with the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman. 


(5.47.) THe FIRST LORD oF THE 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): It is my misfortune in this 
debate to have to differ from nearly all 
the speakers who have taken part in it. 
I will take them one by one. My hon. 
friend the Member for King’s Lynn 
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slighting the Committee on Public 
Accounts, whose business it is, in his 
view, to make themselves responsible for 
the Estimates. I do not so read the 
responsibility of that Committee. So 


far as I understand their functions, as | 
laid down by the Standing Orders—and | 


I recognise | am not so great an authority 
on the point as my hon. friend—it is to 
see that the work of appropriation has 
been properly carriedout. If anything 
that we proposed by this change would in 
the smallest degree hamper or impede 
the Committee on Public Accounts in 
safeguarding the appropriation of public 
money, | think the hon. Member would 
be right in saying that before the 
Government made any such change that 
Committee should have been consulted. 
But I venture to point out to the House 
that there is nothing in this change 
which touches the appropriation of 
money at all. Money is appropriated in 
precisely the old form ; it is in the old 
form that it comes before the Committee 
on Public Accounts; for that reason | 
venture to say both to the House and 
to the Committee on Public Accounts 
that I do not think that they can pro- 
perly regard themselves as being slighted 
by the action we have taken. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES was under- 
stood to say the matter should have been 
referred to the Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My hon. 
friend will observe that there have been 
on many previous occasions changes 
made in the Estimates, which were never 
referred to this House, but were referred 
to the Committee on Public Accounts. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 
affected only the classification, not the 
appropriation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: But the 
classification does affect the appropria- 
tion. I will not argue the point further 
with my hon. friend. I have no doubt 
whatever I am right in the statement 
I made to the House. When such changes 
have been made in the Estimates on 
previous occasions, by which Votes were 
amalgamated or made to coalesce, and 
did affect the appropriation, no doubt it 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


complains that by this procedure we are | 


They | 
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was proper that the Public Accounts 
Committee should be consulted. This 
;does not affect the question of the 
/amalgamation of Votes, and the question 
|of appropriation is not concerned. So 
much for my hon. friend and the Com- 
mittee on Public Accounts. 

Now I come to the actual merits and 
| advantages of the change, and to what 
I admit is a question of great im- 
portance — the course taken by myself 
last year, and the pledges I gave to the 
House. I entirely deny that anything 
which fell from me last year can by any 
fair process of interpretation be taken 
to invalidate the procedure we have 
adopted this year. |‘‘Oh, oh.”’| That 
is my opinion. Last year we carried 
out the change under the stress of a 
great public emergency at a few hours 
notice towards the end of the financial 
year. I was then asked whether that 
was to be regarded as a precedent. | 
said distinctly that it was not. But did 
anybody asking me for that pledge 
seriously mean that if, on a survey of 
the whole circumstances of the case, the 
Government thought that was a con- 
venient method of doing public business, 
we were precluded because of that 
emergency from adopting it at a time 
when no emergency existed? [** Oh.” ] 
Would any Government in their senses 
give such a pledge? How could they? 
I remember the right hon. Gentleman 
ithe Member for West Monmouthshire 
asking Mr. Speaker a Question, and, if 
I recollect aright. Mr. Speaker said that 
no doubt if such a thing were done 
again notice would have to be given. 
Well, I was careful to give notice. What 
notice? A notice which did not pass 
sub silentio, which was the subject of 
| cross-examination at the time by the 
leaders of the Irish party. Therefore 
the whole Irish Party have been aware 
of it for ten days. [‘‘No.”] Well, the 
Leader of the Irish Party wes aware 
of it. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The state- 
ment made by the Secretary to the 
Treasury just now was _ absolutely 
accurate. The House was just adjourn- 
‘ing; I do not think there were two 
dozen Members in the House; they were 
scurrying out through the doors. So 
| disordered were the proceedings that I 
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happened to be sitting there (pointing 
to Front Opposition Bench), and I 
noticed the hon. Gentleman was saying 
something. In the most informal 
way I said “What?’’ and he spoke 
across the House to me. [am per- 
fectly certain that not another Member 
in the House heard or understood what 
the hon. Gentleman said. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
the House must have understood it, 
after the cross-examination which the 
right hon. Gentleman carried on. 


Kiverybody in 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: ‘“Cross- 
examination’ is really not fair. It 
consisted of my asking, without rising 
from my seat, ““Do you mean merely 
the same as last year?” and the hon. 
Gentleman said ‘ Yes.” 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : One 


Resolution. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Yes; there 
was no cross-examination. There was 
not a word in the Press. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I regret that, 
from no fault of my own, I was not 
present ; but let me point out that it is 
really ludicrous —it is playing with the 
House —to say that, when the Leader of 
the Irish Party—which is not the least 
active section of the Opposition—was 
fully seised ten days ago of the purport 
of the change, the Government have 
attempted to carry the change sub 
silentio, Such a statement really will 
not hold water for a moment. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Ten days? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, ten days 
ago--Friday week. Iam sorry that by 
an oversight I did not myself give 
notice on the Friday afternoon, 
as I had intended, but I requested 
my hon. friend to do it in my 
absence. He did so apparently under 
circumstances which, at all events, 
gave notice to a very important section of 
the Opposition, and I should have thought 
there was sufficient intercommunication 
between the different parts of the House 
to prevent it being suggested for a, 
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moment that the thing was done sub 
silentio. {“ Oh!”’} 

Now I come to the question of the 
merits of the case, and the convenience 
of the House. Let the House recall in 
what position the Government were at 
the beginning of this year. When we 
had to survey the whole question of the 
rules and of our procedure, we had 
behind us the lessons of last year, 
Those lessons, as far as we could judge, 
were twofold. One was that there were 
a certain number of Gentlemen in this 
House who, if they got the chance of 
running the Government against the 
law on March S3ist, would not hesitate 
to do so, and that there were also a certain 
number of Gentlemen in this House who 
apparently would have been glad, so far 
as we could judge by their conduct with 
regard to the Estimates, so to carry on 
the discussion of those Estimates as to 
multiply the number of divisions which 
would have to be taken under the old 
system on the ultimate and penultimate 
days of Supply. Those were the two 
facts the Government had to consider in 
asking the House to reform its pro- 
cedure. We did consider them, and hon. 
Gentlemen will see, so far as the second 
of those points is concerned, we did 
embody another remedy in the rules 
now before the House. They will see in 
the Supply rule now before the House 
that, on the ultimate and penultimate 
days of Supply, the Estimates will be 
put in the form upon which the House 
determined in August last—in an emer- 
gency. We propose that that should be 
part of the permanent procedure of the 
House. 

Then the question arose of how we 
were to deal with Supplementary Esti- 
mates. A great many friends of mine, 
with whom I discussed this question, 
thought it might be desirable to have a 
rule dealing with Supplementary Esti- 
mates before March 31st on the same 
fixed system as that for dealing with the 
ordinary Estimates of the year. But I 
was of opinion then, and I am still of 
opinion, that that is too rigid a way of 
dealing with Supplementary Estimates, 
that if a certain number of days were 
allotted before March 31st for dealing 
with Supplementary Estimates there 
might be too many if the Government 
brought in very few Supplementary 
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Estimates, and, on the other hand, there 
might be too few if the Government 
brought in a great many Supplementary 
Estimates. Therefore, on that ground, | 
rejected the plan. The only other plan 
which suggested itself to me, as a part of 
our general system, is that which no 
doubt was adopted in an emergency last 
year, and which I thought then and still 
think gives the House sufficient power 
of scrutinising Supplementary Estimates, 
and at the same time, makes it impos- 
sible tor any section of Members, by pro- 
longing the discussion, to force the House 
to break the law. 


Supplementary Estimates 


An Hon. Memper said the right 
hon. Gentleman promised that the matter 
should be considered by a Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was careful 
not to promise that. 


Sir WILLIAM. HARCOURT: Read 
your speech. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not 
what I promised ; I will return to that 
directly. I say that, in my judgment 
and in that of my colleagues, this is a 
proper system for dealing with Supple- 
mentary Estimates before March 31st, 
while the more fixed and rigid limitation 
laid down by the Supply Rule is the 
proper method of dealing with Estimates 
after March 31st. That being the broad 
view of the conveniences of the opera- 
tion, let me for a moment dwell on the 
alleged inconvenience. The alleged in- 
convenience I understand to be this— 
that, as it is possible for all these items 
to be under one head, it is possible that 
one item, which may be of great import- 
ance, will not be discussed at all in con- 
sequence of the closure being moved 
before all the items have been dealt with 
inturn. I would point out that the 
Chairman of Committees, by the practice 
of this House, takes care that no earlier 
item should be shut out by the discus- 
sion of a lateritem. The same privileges 
of discussing the Estimates wil! be given 
to the House as are given under the old 
system, but if there be a deliberate plan 
todrive the Estimates over March 
3lst, that plan can be defeated. 
I was amazed at the statement which 
fell from the right hon. Gentleman who 
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has just sat down. He said that the next 
_thing would be that we should do the 
same thing in regard to the Army and 
the Navy Estimates. Why, we do it now 
in the Army Estimates and in the Navy 
ustimates, and we have done it from 
time immemorial. The Navy and Army 
Supplementary Estimates are blocked 
precisely in this fashion. In the ordinary 
Estimates for the various Departments 
for the year they are put down as 
separate Votes, but in the Supple- 
mentary Estimates they are all taken 
under one head. I cannot understand 
_whythat which is proper and convenient 
for the Army and Navy, should not be 
proper for the Civil Service Votes. It is 
not, as has been suggested, a question of 
the accounting officer. What concerns 
us is the proper and adequate discussion 
of Supply, and I venture to say that a 
system which is found, and has for many 
years been found, fittingly proper when 
dealing with the Army and the Navy is 
not unfitting when you are dealing with 
the Civil Service. But it may be urged 
that the Questions under the Army and 
Navy Votes are all cognate, while the 
Civil Service Estimates relate each to a 
different question. 

But is not that rather a_ technical 
objection ? Is it seriously maintained that 
a Vote for the Astronomer Royal at the 
Cape is closely allied to the question of 
water tube boilers? Those are two matters 
with regard to which a Supplementary 
Estimate would come under one head. 
Why should we adopt absolutely different 
principles when dealing with Supple- 
mentary f one kind than 
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Estimates of 
those which we think are absolutely 
adequate when dealing with Supple- 
mentary Estimates of quite a different 
kind. We have occasionally to deal with 
excess Votes, not in the present financial 
year, but coming from the last financial 
year. Are they treated under separate 
heads ? Not at all, for they are massed 
and blocked precisely in the shape and 
form that we propose the ordinary 
Supplementary Estimates of the Govern- 
ment. I venture to say that so far from 
this practice being a novelty, which the 
House ought to look at with the gravest 
suspicion, it is, I believe, a convenient 
method of dealing with the Civii Service 
Estimates which has the sanction of 
practice behind it, of practice in regard 
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to excess Votes and also in regard to our 
Army and Navy Votes. 

There is another point to be con- 
sidered. It is not wise to make it too 
difficult for the Departments to bring 
forward Supplementary Estimates.  [ 
agree that the practice may be abused, 
and that great masses of Supplementary 
Estimates are an inconvenience and even 
afinancial danger. But if it were made 
difficult for the Departments to bring 
forward their Supplementary Estimates, 
they would be compelled to ask, in the 
first instance, for larger sums than 
might be required in order to cover any 
possibility of excess. That would be a 
most serious matter. A speech of mine 
made last year has been quoted. What 
itcame to is that the House ought to 
look to the whole of the broad question 
of the consideration of the Estimates. 


Supplementary Estimates 


Sir WILLIAM ‘HARCOURT: 7 You 
spoke of these particular Supplementary 
Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 'I beg your 
pardon, that is exactly what I did not 
do. Let me quote to the House the 
exact words. ‘lhe words I used were— 

“The House must defer to a more con- 
venient season the broad Question of procedure 
in Supply, and whenever that is taken into 
account we ought to have a Committee.” 
indicated in my opening speech on the 
new rules that the whole question of 
the control of Supply by the House 
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that a more liberal use of money would 
redound greatly to the public advantage. 
Therefore, I do not believe that any hon. 
Member in this House in his heart 
supposes that the Committee of Supply 
is an instrument to produce such 
economy as the right hon. Gentleman 
has spoken of. Committee of Supply 
serves the greater purpose of acting as a 
check on the policy of the Government 
and as a means of criticising the policy 
of the Government, not from the point 
of view of pounds, shillings,-and pence, 
but from the point of view of Imperial 
policy and efficient administration. That 
is the point of view taken in all really 
interesting debates in Supply, whether it 
be from water-tube boilers, a sufficiency 
of cruisers, or prison arrangements, or 
whatever it be, it is not economy, but it 
is efficiency or general policy which comes 
under the criticism of the House. I 
believe that I indicated in the speech 
which I made at the beginning of the 
session with regard to these new Rules 
that not only will the Government 
support a proposal for referring the 
whole broad question of Supply to a 
Committee, but it will probably be the 
duty of the Government to propose such 
a Committee. Whether they will be able 
to hit upon some plan for meeting this 
great difficulty I do not know, but until 
they do certainly whatever we may hope 
to get from our arrangements in Supply, 
and from the constant discussion in 


‘Supply of this or that question, until 


ought to be considered by a Committee. | 


There are points that cannot be discussed 
without the preliminary assistance of 
aCommittee. The present procedure of 
the House is in many respects very 
wasteful of the public time, but it gives 


the House a very full and ample control | 
'anything as a surprise upon the House. 


over general questions of policy. In the 
present day, Committee of Supply is 
perfectly useless as a check on the 
expenditure of the Government. 


stantly the discussions are used as 


a lever to encourage the increase of ex- | 
penditure, but they are not an instru- | 


Con- | 


they do hit upon some such plan I fear 
that the control of this House, while 
complete and efficient as regards policy, 
must remain weak and inefficient as 
regards the details of expenditure. | 
hope I have made clear our intentions, 
and certainly we have no desire tospring 


I hope L have made clear the general 
motive which influenced us, and do not 
let us be criticised in this matter for 


| want of good faith. 


ment for producing economy. Constantly | 


we get speeches followed by a _ sug- 
gestion that we should increase the 
vote, and fronf which the obvious con- 
clusion and the intended inference is that 
the expenditure of the Government is 
niggardly for that particular vote, and 


(6.15.) Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs): The right hon. 
Gentleman towards the close of his 
speech has given us a long disquisition 
upon the general question of the utility 
of Committee of Supply, and stated hi 
view of the intention of the Government 
with regard to it. That was exceedingly 
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interesting and valuable, but, although 
technically relevant no doubt to the sub- 
ject now before us, really was, to a large 
extent, outside the immediate purpose for 
which the Motion before the House has 
been moved. 
deal with three questions. First of all 
there is the question whether the methods 
the Government are adopting to deal 
with the Civil Service Supplementary 
Estimates is a right method ; the second 
question is whether what is being pro- 
posed is being carried out in the proper 
way; and the third question refers to 


Supplementary Estimates. 


the obligations that we think were 
laid upon the Government in this 


matter in consequence of the discussion 
of last year. I venture to think that 
for the purpose of this immediate Motion 
I have named these three questions in 
the inverse order of their importance, 
but the most important and primary 
matter we have to consider is how we 
ought to view the proposal of the 
Government in the light of what passed 
last year. Thereis one word in the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman last 
year which seems to throw more light 
than anything else on the matter. It 
was the word “danger.’’ He said— 
“There is no danger in the course which we 
have adopted, because it is a course obviously 
and avowedly adopted in an emergency.” 
There is no danger! Danger of what? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It was done 


with 24 hours notice. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
That does not constitute a danger. 
What is the danger which the House saw, 
and apparently the right hon. Gentle- 
man recognised the fact. The House 
did detect some danger in what was 
being done, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man soothed the susceptibilities and 
calmed the fears of the House by saying 
that after all there is no danger, because 
it is obviously and avowedly adopted in an 
emergency, therefore it is a course which 
will not be repeated and which the House 
need not look upon with much jealousy 
and suspicion, and yet the very first year 
that comes round after these words 
we find identically the same course pro- 
posed. I do not’ think that is dealing 
fairly by the House. Whether the right 
hon. Gentleman had the better or the 

Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman. 
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That Motion was raised to | 
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| worse of the argument last year does 
'not matter. He was, at all events, per- 
|fectly cognisant of the fact that the 
House did regard this course with sus- 
picion, and that he soothed the House 
by practically a promise and pledge that 
it would not be repeated. He now says 
that from an examination of the case 
itself for this change he has come to the 
conclusion that it is for the convenience 
of all parties in the House—not only for 
the Government but for those who take 
aninterest in the smooth conduct of 
public affairs, and he brings it forward. 
NowI come to my second point. Know- 
ingas he did what occurred last vear, and 
feeling of the House regarding it if he 
was going to bring it forward it ought 
to have been brought forward not only 
with a sufficient degree of publicity to 
swear by, but in the most public and 
straightforward way he found it possible 
to adopt. The House ought to have had 
the fullest notice of what was going to 
happen after what occurred last year. 
A mere notice coming at the close of 
business, unreported in any newspaper, 
when 99 in 100 oi the Members of the 
House were not present, was certainly 
not sufficient notice. The right hon. 
Gentleman thinks he did enough because 
the hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Irish 
Party knew of it. [I remember last year 
i was the unfortunate victim of his ex- 
cuses because on a Saturday late at 
night he sent to me imdividually notice 
of what he was going to do on Monday. 
The Notice Paper of the House of Com- 
mons was changed suddenly after being 
issued. The right hon. Gentleman with 
his invariable courtesy sent me notice 
with the view, no doubt, that I might 
prepare not only myself but my friends 
for what was going to happen. Unfor- 
tunately I was ill in bed, which many of 
us are at this time of year, and there- 
fore, I was unable to take advantage of 
his kindness. Now it is the Leader of 
the Irish Party he has communicated 
with, and he thinks that is enough. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There was a communication made 
across the floor of the House. It 


was not a private communication, but I 
had the misfortune not to be reported. 
The communication was made in this 
House to the Members. 
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It was made across the floor of the House. | 
but across nothing else. If I may say so, 
there was too much floor and too little 
House for the purpose of giving this 
public intimation. But I would repeat 
what I have said that after all the cir- 
cumstances of last year the Government 
were fully warned of the disposition of 
the House towards this proposal, and 
they ought to have brought it forward 
in the most formal and public manner 
possible. Then another circumstance 
comes in. The right hon. Gentleman is 
engaged in reforming and altering the 
rules of procedure of the House. That 
furnishes an opportunity for altering in 
some way the rules governing the pro- 
cedure in Vote of Supply. That is not 
what is done. No hint is given except 
this midnicht intimation of the Financial 
Secretary of the Treasury. I think the 
House has good reason to complain in 
this matter apart from the merits of the 
case. Let me sav a word or two on the 
merits of the case. We claim that there 
was a pledge by the right hon. Gentle- 
man when he said that his desire was 
that the matter should he referred to a 
Committee. He claims that it was a 
larger matter that was included than 
this point. 


Mr. A. 


question. 


J. BALFOUR: The broade: 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Well, then, by all means let us have the 
broader question, but until the broader 
question has come before the Committee 
let the sfatus yuo be maintained. If the 
right hon. Gentleman is going to have a 
Committee to consider all the cireum- 
stances in which the House deals with 
Supply, well and good. Tam very glad 
to hear of it. But in that case let us not 
make a great change like this which 
takes away the rights which immem- 
orially belonged to the Committee of the 
House of Commons. Let the Govern- 
ment not do that at the very time when 
they are going to appoint a Committee. 
The right hon. Gentleman has spoken 
about the difference between the Army 
Estimates, the Navy Estimates, and the 
Civil Service Estimates in this respect. 
Surely there is a very obvious difference 
between them. 
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the Navy Estimates deal with one order 
of things, each with one Department, but 
the Civil Service Estimates deal with a 
number of heterogeneous, disparate 
subjects, controlled by different Depart- 
ments. There are obviously the best 
reasons for treating them with separate- 
ness which may not be necessary in the 
ease of the Army and Navy Estimates. I 
maintain that no alteration ought to 
have been made if there is any expecta- 
tion of a Committee being appointed. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman says that, 
after all, the action of the House in 
supply in the interest of economy is very 
slight, that it is hardly of any value 
whatever, and that it affords no check 
upon expenditure. No check upon ex- 
penditure ! Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man conceive what the position would be 
for the Minister at the head of a Depart- 
ment if there was no examination in the 
House of Commons in Committee of 
Supply. He would be helpless in the 
hands of his expert and_ professional 
advisers who would insist on increasing 
all sorts of heads of expenditure which 
now he is able to keep within moderation 


because of the knowledge that they 
must all come before the House of 


Commons and must be considered there. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is the 
Treasury. 
Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


The Treasury! The right hon. Gentle- 
man really astounds me. The Treasury 
has its sins to answer for and it has its 
advantages and blessings to the public as 
well. But after all the great controller 
—the great ultimate controller—of public 
expenditure is the House of Commons. 
and not the Treasury. Although it is 
quite true that with the system of party 
majorities to which we are accustomed, 
a reduction is very seldom carried in 
the House of Commons, yet the fact that 
everything has to be put in the Estimates 
and must be brought before the public 
examination and consideration of the 
House of Commons, is a very material 
factor in checking expenditure. As I 
said when I began, this is rather beside 
the question. I do not care at all about 
the doctrine laid down by the right hon. 
Gentleman. The question before us is a 
simple one. Is this the proper time to 
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introduce a change in the form of sub- 
mitting these Estimates, a change which 
the House rejected last year, and which 
the House only accepted last year because 
of extraordinary urgency, and a change 
which can be perfectly well considered by 
the Committee which is proposed to be 
set up? On all these grounds I submit 
that the Government would be better 
advised if they would withdraw the 
proposal and introduce the Estimates in 
the old form ; and then consider, or invite 
a Committee of the House to consider, 
what improvements, if any, are required 
in our system. The necessity of such a 
Committee I do not dispute, and I trust 
that its deliberations will be of advantage, 
but when it is on the eve of being 
appointed, surely it is better to adhere to 
the old and well-established form rather 
than to accept a form which was rejected 
last year and which was only accepted 
because of the extraordinary urgency of 
the case, and which is a departure from 
the immemorial practice of Parliament. 


(6.30.) Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I hope I am not too san- 
guine in expressing the hopethat theright 
hon. Gentleman will be disposed to listen 


on this occasion to what I believe 
to be the general feeling of the 
House. My right hon. friend rode 


off on a side issue, that he gets uncom- 
monly little support from the House in 
the direction of economy. But the 
point we have to decide is whether so 
important a departure in Parliamentary 
practice is to be made without the House 
having a legitimate opportunity pre- 
sented to it of considering the change. 
This opportunity is due to the initiative 
of a private Member who has availed 
himself of one of the few remaining forms 
of the House for the ventilation of im- 
portant public questions—a form which 
is about to be practically taken away 
from us. Why, under the proposed new 
rules, the Motion of the hon. Gentleman 
would have been relegated to the waste- 
paper basket of the dinner-hour or to the 
dust bin of midnight. The House of 
Commons would not have had the 
opportunity of considering a question 
vitally affecting one of the fundamental 
functions of the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman last year appealed to the 


House with perfect candour and courtesy 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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for allowance to be made for what was 
regarded as an irregularity, and stated 
that the case was one of emergency. 
But there is no question of emergency 
this year, for it is more than six weeks 
to the end of the financial year. I think 
itis very much to be regretted that after 
only a casual intimation across the floor 
of the House when the House was nearly 
empty—an intimation which also was not 
reported—such a vast change in our con- 
stitutional arrangements should be made 
without adequate discussion. 


(6.35.) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
(Bristol, E.): I do nct make any excuse 
for intervening in this debate, because I 
think I am the first Member on the back 
Opposition Benches who has taken the 
opportunity of putting his view of the 
case to the House. I do not know what 
opinion hon. Gentlemen who sit on that 
side of the House have formed of the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman, the 
First Lord of the Treasury, but I con- 
fess that we on this side heard it with 
absolute astonishment. If ever a fair 
pledge has been given to the House it 
was that employed by the First Lord of 
the Treasury last year when the Sup- 
plementary Estimates came up, and I 
think the tone of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in his speech to-night must have con- 
siderably diminished the respect which 
those who sit on this side of the House have 
felt for the right hon. Gentleman. [Cries 
of “ Oh, oh,” and “ Divide.” | The pledge 
given by the right hon. Gentleman in 
such distinct terms last year should be 
adhered to, if we are to accept in future 
pledges of that sort. Not a single 
argument on the ground of emergency 
which was the plea in favour of the 
proposal last year, has been adduced on 
that side of the House. Seven weeks 
must elapse before the conclusion of the 
financial year; and _ the legislative 
proposals of the Government are not of 


such a nature as to exclude the full 
consideration of the Supplementary 
Nstimates. The First Lord of the 


| Treasury has constantly said in the 


House, and he _ repeated again  to- 
night, that the minute consideration of 
the Estimates is the opportunity of the 
private Member for the discussion of 
Imperial affairs. In this very Supple- 


mentary Estimate which he has pre- 
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sented to the House, large questions of 
Imperial policy are raised in connection 
with the war in South Africa and the 
position in the Far East, on which 
there is no other opportunity of raising 
debate, and on which private Members 
“an speak; and, therefore, [ do think it 
is very unfair of the right hon. Gentle- 
man to say, that just as all matters con- 
nected with the Army and Navy are 
cognate subjects, and therefore may 
sometimes be taken under one head and 
only one question can be raised, so also 
should be the case with the Civil Service 
Supplementary Estimates. These are 
subjects that ought not to be lumped 
together and on which only one de- 
bate on one class, and one speech can 
be made. [Cries of ‘ Divide.”] I can 
understand that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
want to get to the end of this debate, 
but not one single argument has been 
adduced in favour of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s proposal. The only two 
gentlemen who have risen from the 
Government Benches to address have 
directed their arguments against the pre- 
sent proposals and | do not understand 
why a private Member on this side of the 
House is not to be allowed to speak. I 
want to put a plain question to the First 
Lord of the Treasury. He told us that 
this was not to be taken asa precedent ; 
and last year he said it was not to be taken 
as a precedent. 


Supplementary Estimates 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What does the 


hon. Gentleman mean ? 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I am 
asking a question and I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will be able to give me an 
answer. How many times is this Motion 
to be moved in this House before it is to 
bo counted a precedent ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Itisa precedent 
this year, of course. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE : Then, 
this is a precedent for allowing the Civil 
Service Supplementary Estimates to be 
put down in one block and only allowing 
the House to discuss one subject. Very 
well, we have got an admission. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : What does the. 
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I distinctly said, if he has done me the 
honour of listening to my speech, that 
we had to consider at the beginning of 
the year how we could arrange the 
Estimates for the convenience of the 
House. and I said part of our plan was 
embodied in the proposed Standing Order 
and another part of our plan was 
embodied in this proposal. Of course it 
is a precedent. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: What 
was not to become a precedent last year 
is to be a precedent this year. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear ! 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Now 
we know exactly where we are. While we 
were promised that the proposal last year 
was not to form a precedent, now that if 
has been proposed a second time it is to be 
a precedent for all time. Well, that does 
limit the power of Parliament over the 
Estimates in a way which is very 
detrimental to the control of this House 
over expenditure. It is useless for the 
right hon. Gentleman to take credit for 
extending the opportunities of discussing 
ordinary Supply to 15 or 20 days, if on 
the other hand he limits the opportunities 
of discussing the Supplementary 
Estimates which are essential to the good 
conduct of the affairs of the Departments. 
The right hon. Gentleman’s argument 
was not a serious one, and was only meant 
to blind the House to the real nature of 
his proposal. I confess that this debate 
shows how very carefully we ought to 
watch the Rule, for putting off Motions 
for the adjournment of the House, 
proposed to be embodied in the new 
Rules, because had these new Rules been 
in force we could not have had this most 
interesting and instructive debate, but it 


‘ would have been shelved as inconvenient 


to the Government. 


(6.42.) Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, 


N.): I should like to say aword or 
two on this matter. This is a very 
important alteration in the Rules. 


To establish a precedent simply at the 
will of the Executive is a principle we 
should be rather shy of accepting. There 
ras a Treasury Minute on 12th January 
was a Treasury Minute on 12th January, 
1889, in which the Treasury stated that 


hon. Member call “ getting anadmission”’? ‘ they agreed to no exteusive or important. 
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change in the form of the Estimates | 


{COMMONS} 


) 


should in future be adopted before being | 


submitted to the Committee on Public 
Accounts. 


If that was true in regard | 


to the form of the Estimates, it was still | 


more true in regard to the alteration of 
the form of the Estimates without the 
House being consulted. 
to inquire whether this is a good plan or 
not, but it is somewhat strange that it 
required the right hon. Gentleman three 
quarters of an hour to explain away what 
had happened. To my mind it is a very 
serious matter to slump together all the 
various items in these Estimates. They 
contain items of every variety relating to 
the Foreign Office, Africa, the Colonial 
Office, Prisons, Diplomacy, Inland 
Revenue, Post Office, ete. Why could 
not the five millions voted the other day 
have been thrown in as well? I protest 
against this change being made, in spite 
of the Treasury Minute, without the 
House being consulted. It is parting 
with one of the most important 
checks which the House possessed. 
If the matter is of importance, it 1s 
strange, inasmuch as we are altering the 
Rules of procedure that it is not to be 
considered. If the House thought proper 
to alter the Rule, nothing could be said 
against it, but I do protest most strongly 
against this great change being made 
simply on the épse divit of the Government. 


(6.46.) Stir ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs): I took part in the debate on 
this matter last session, and I certainly 
relied on the impression conveyed by the 
speech of the First Lord of the Treasury, 
that the course then pursued would not 
be repeated. The Supplementary Esti- 
mates for the Army and Navy have been 
treated, from time immemorial, in the 
way in which it is now proposed to treat 
the Civil Service Supplementary Esti- 
mates, which have always been exempt 
from the method of treatment. Obvi- 
ously, there s some reason for the dis- 
tinction. I myself believe it is because 
that in the Army and Navy Estimates 
you can shift money from one item to 
another within limits; whereas, in the 
Civil Service Estimates, the appropria- 
tion of the money is strictly and rigidly 
confined to the express item from which 
it was voted. Now the Government 
propose to alter that method which is part 


Mr. Bartley. 


I am not going | 
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of what is rightly called the old common 
law of Parliament, without consulting 
the House of Commons, or without bring- 
ing it before the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee. I think that may have very 
serious results. In the first place, I am 
not at all certain, when you assimilate 
the form of the Civil Service Estimates to 


the form of the army and Navy Esti- 


mates, that the corresponding change 
should not be possible, and that you will 
be entitled to shift money appropriated 
from one item to another. There was a 
disclaimer last session with regard to 
that, but there has been no disclaimer so 
far in the present discussion. {[n addition 
you will have this consequence—that in- 
stead of a separate series of discussions, 
each attached to a particular Vote. and 
therefore confined to it, you will have a 
confused, blurred, indistinct discussion, 
ranging over all the items and leaping 
from one to another, so that you cannot 
fix the Government to any particular 
point. That would be very inconvenient. 
Why this old custom should be taken 
from usI do not know. I myself have 
never been in the habit of appealing to 
the wisdom of our ancestors, though I 
am now more inclined in that direction 
than I was before. I leave the question 
of merits entirely out; it is in the 
possession of the House, and the House 
can deal with it, but I have this further 
to say on the subject. Iam not going to 
suggest that the right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury would for 
a moment consciously depart from any 
pledge he had given, but he will acknow- 
ledge that the impression produced on 
the minds of hon. Members by his speech 
last session was not quite the impression 
which he presented to us to-night. Last 
year the right hon. Gentleman gave us 
as a reason why this change should be 
made, that an emergency existed. He 
suggested no other reason. He had one 
simple excuse, if his present position is 
accurate. He might have said that the 
change was for the convenience of the 
House and that it was right. But he 
did not do that. He explained that it 
was owing to an emergency, and that 
time was limited as there was only a very 
few days left, and it was on that ground 
and that ground alone that he based his 
action. That certainly conveyed to my 
mind exactly the same impression that it 
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conveyed to the mind of the right hon. | 
Gentleman the Member for the Thanet 
division, and no one listening to that 
debate would believe that the right hon. 
Gentleman conceived himself at liberty 
to put forward the very next year the 
same proposal which he had defended on 
that very limited ground. Such an 
alteration embodied on the ancient 
practice of the House of Commons is a 
defiance and violation of our ancient 
practice. I am sorry to say it is not the 
first nor will it be the last that will be 
made, unless hon. Members opposite will 
see that it is to their interest as well as 
to that of other Members to prevent 
such things being done. 


(6.52.) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN: The speech of the hon. Gentleman 


who has just sat down, in which he 
appeared as the defender of the wisdom 
of our ancestors and as an upholder of 
the traditions of Parliamentary practice. 
is one that would indeed have astonished 
me, if earlier in the debate the Leader of 
the Opposition had not made himself a 
defender of the week-ender who goes 
away business is finished on 
Friday. 


before 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I did not defend that, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
right hon. Gentleman says he did not 
defend that, but he complained that a 
statement made in this House on Friday 
evening — , 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Not because it was Friday, but because 
it was evening. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
right hon. Gentleman’s statement is 
even wider than I supposed. Not only 
does he justify hon. Members going 
away before business is finished, but he 
justifies them going away at any time 
before the rising of the House; and 
he made complaint that a statement 
publicly made before the House ad- 
journed was as good as no statement at 
all. Aiter all, I do not think that the case 
on the one side or the other can be rested 
on the amount of notice that was given. 
Not only was notice given in the House, 
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but for several days past hon. Members 
have had the Estimates in their hands. 
I wish, however, to draw the attention 
of the House to the argument of 
the hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down, and also to the change which we 
propose to actually make, because his 
speech seems to disclose some very con- 
siderable misconception as to the nature 
of the change, and as to our present 
position. The hon. Gentleman argued 
that at the present time, under the 
Army and Navy Votes, an excess on 
one Vote might, with Treasury sanction, 
be met by a saving on another Vote, 
but that as regards sub-heads of the 
Civil Service Estimates no alteration 
could be made without the sanction of 
Parliament. [Several hon. Members dis- 
sented.] If hon. Gentlemen will allow 
me to proceed, they will find, I think, 
that the hon. Gentleman will bear me 
out in saying that he used the word 
* sub-head.” 


Sm ROBERT REID: No, Sir, I did 
not. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
accept the hon, Gentleman’s correction 
at once; but the House will under- 
stand that, within the oi the 
Vote, an excess on one sub-head may 
be met by a saving on another sub-head, 
with the consent of the Treasury. | 
merely mention that because | under- 
stood the hon. Gentleman to speak 
specifically of sub-heads, and I wish 
to show that the appropriation must 
proceed in exactly the same way. 
[ wish to explain in the clearest possible 
manner that there can be no difference 
whatever in the appropriation of the 
money or in the accounting for it. The 
same officers will be responsible, and 
will have to account for it as if each 
sum were passed as a separate Vote, and 
when we come to the Appropriation Act 
it will be made exactly in the same way 
as if the Votes were taken separately. 
I wish to make it perfectly clear that 
there will be no change in the responsi- 
bility of the accounting officers or in the 
appropriation of the money. If the hon. 
Gentlemen will look at the Appropria- 
tion Act of last session they will see 
how the appropriation of the different 
items was preserved according to the 


scone 
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Votes for which they were required, 
and it will be done exactly in the same 
way this year. The hon. Gentleman 
went on to argue that the differ- 
ence in the power of appropriating 
money between different Votes as regards 
the Army and Navy from that which 
obtained under the Civil Service 
Estimates, was due to the fact that the 
Army and Navy Votes were cognate 
Votes. 


Sir ROBERT REID: I never said any- 
thing of the kind. On the contrary, what 
I said was that it was a pity that there 
had been such a very wide difference in 
practice, from time immemorial, between 
the Army and Navy Votes on the one 
side and the Civil Service Votes on the 
other, and I stated that the difference 
probably corresponded with the power 
of shifting money in one case and not 
in the other. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
What I want to point out to the House 
is this. As a matter of fact the Army 
and Navy Votes raise questions as wide 
apart from anything that can be in- 
cluded in the Supplementary Est mates 
as the poles. Last year the Army 
Supplementary Estimate; took money 
for, military purposes in South Africa, 
and for military purposes in China; two 
sets of operations, having nothing to do 
with one another, which did not arise 
out of the same set of facts, and which 
could not be guided by the same con- 
ditions ‘So for the ife of me I cannot 
understand why proposals uniformly 
acted upon with regard to the Army and 
Navy Estimates should in the case of 
Civil Service Estimates raise such antag- 
onism in the minds of hon. Members. 


(7.1.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): The 
main question: is whether the First Lord 
of the Treasury when the discussion 
took place last year gave a pledge to the 
House of Commons, and if so what that 


pledge was. I have listened with 
absolute astonishment to the attitude 


taken up by the First Lord of the 
Treasury in this matter. Let me read 
the House a brief quotation from the 


debate of last year on this subject. The | 


right hon. Gentleman then said : 


‘* The hon. Member for East Somersetshire 
wishes to get a specific pledge or declaration 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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from me. I thought I gave a specific pledge 
or declaration in reply to a Question earlier in 
the evening. But if the hon. Member desires 
such a pledge—I should have thought it un- 
necessary—lL will give it in the most unre- 
served fashion.” 

Now what was the pledge, was there 
any meaning in these words or was 
there not? If there was any meaning 
at all, what meaning cou'd be conveyed 
to the House un ess it was this; that if 
any alteration was carried out it would 
not be completed without giving the 
House an opportunity to discuss the 
matter. To make the thing more 
clear the hon. Member for East Clare 
intervened and asked : 

“What is the pledge he has unreservedly 
given. 

And the First Lord’s answer is— 

“The statement [ made was that this is an 

emergency operation, and an emergency opera- 
tion alone.” 
I want to know whether those words 
had any meaning or were meant to have 
any meaning, and if so what the mean- 
ing was. Surely they could only have 
one meaning and that was this—that 
the First Lord of the Treasury would 
not avail himself of the change then 
made to create a precedent the next 
year without giving the House an oppor- 
tunity of discussing the matter. ‘That 
is made clear when we turn back to the 
complaint which had been made by the 
hon. Member for Waterford when origin- 
ating the discussion. 

That was the complaint on which the 
whole of the debate last year originated ; 
that the Government proposed to make 
a great fundamental alteration in the 
method of submitting Civil Service 
Estimates without giving the House an 
opportunity for discussing it, and the 
pledge the right hon. Gentleman gave us 
was that he would not avail himself of 
his action on that particular occasion, 
which he described as being forced upon 
him by the emergency in which he was 
placed, to repeat the operation next 
year. Now | want to know the mean- 
ing of— 

‘“‘ Not treating the proceedings as a precedent.” 
I say that phrase has only one meaning. 
which is that you will not repeat the 


operation without giving the assembly 
in which that operation took place an 
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opportunity of discussing the matter. | 


What is the extraordinary position taken 
up by the right hon. Gentleman? When 
reminded of the pledge he said— 


“T never gave sucha promise. How coulda 
Member of a Government give such a promise 
to bind a Government for all time to come?” 


That was not the pledge. The pledge 
was that he would give the oppor- 
tunity to the House. Nobody would 
have comp'ained of his embodying this 
change in his new rules, because then 
we should have had the opportunity we 
desire. The complaint is that he should 
make this great alteration on his own 
authority and that of the Treasury 
without affording this opportunity to 
the House. 

There is one point which has not been 
alluded to in this discussion, and that 
is that in the present instance it is much 
worse than it was last year, because last 
year 10 out of the 29 of the Supplemen- 
tary Votes had already been taken under 
the ordinary rule, and two or three nights 
given to the discussion of them, and it 
was only when the Government found 
themselves in such a_ position that 
they had to appeal to the necessities 
of the case that they took the other 
19 Votes ; but this year they come down 
to the House, and, without any plea of 
emergency, they ask us to adopt this 
radical and important departure from the 
settled practice of the House as regards 
Supplementary Estimates, and not, as last 
year, in regard to a portion of them that 
had not been passed under the ordinary 


rule. That being the case, I think there 
is a great deal more implied and 
involved in this proceeding than 


appears on the surface, and there is no 
difference in the principle if the Govern- 
ment were to take the ordinary Civil 
Service Estimates in the same way. 
It might be a _ greater thing, but 
there is nothing more in it,so far as 
the principle is concerned, and no greater 
departure from the settled practice of 
the House, if they came and _ planked 
down the whole of the Estimates in a 
lump sum and asked us to vote the whole 
lot. I think it will be apparent to the 
House that this is a serious proceeding. 
Look at the position. The First Lord of 
the Treasury, having passed lightly over 
the main points on which this Motion 
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for the adjournment was moved tonight, 
entered into an eloquent and interesting 
disquisition on the whole question of 
Supply, and announced that it was the 
intention of the Government to appoint 
a Select Committee to consider the whole 
question of dealing with Supply in the 
House of Commons. If that is so, why 
not leave this Supplementary Estimate 
until the Committee has dealt with the 
matter ? We are going presently to discuss 
a new set of rules, and we are going to have 
a great discussion as to procedure, and two 
Committees are to sit, one to consider 
private business, and one to consider the 
question of Supply, and yet the Govern- 
ment will not relegate the whole question 
of procedure to a strong Committee. 
We are getting into a tangle, and it seems 
to me that it would be far better for the 
Government to let the procedure of the 
House alone until we had a Report of a 
strong Committee which we could con- 
sider at our leisure. But as regards the 
present discussion, I am’‘clearly of opinion 
that the whole question we have to con- 
sider is this, that the Leader of the House, 
whether he intended or not, left the 
House under a distinct pledge, and the 
whole of this procedure appears to be 
at variance with the pledge given by him. 


(Presentation). 


*(7.12.) Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I 
hope the First Lord of the Treasury 
will reconsider his position. I think the 
most important thing in the manage- 
ment of the rules of this House is that 
hon. Gentlemen, who sit on one side of 
the House should feel absolutely confi- 
dent that any arrangement made with 
them, or any understanding, should be 
strictly carried out. Now I think the 
First Lord of the Treasury knows that 
we have such a high opinion of him 
that we can discuss this matter without 
imputing to him any blame whatso- 
ever, and we can say that the very high 
standard with regard to this question 
which exists in this House has been dis- 
tinetly raised by him. Now I do not 
think that any one who has listened 
to this debate can doubt that hon. 
Members who sit opposite did un- 


doubtedly consider, when the debate 
on this question ended a year ago, that 
nothing of this kind would be done so 
recently as the following year aiter that 
discussion. Certainly, speaking for my- 
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se'f, that was my impression and I think 
it was the impression of a large number 
of hon. Members on this side of the 
House. It is not a very large question, 
the number of Votes is not very great 
and it does not perhaps come to much 
but I dothink it would bea pity that 
we should let there be any feeling on 
the other side of the House that the whole 
of our arrangements have not been 
earried out as they have been during the 
period of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
leadership and will be carried out here- 
after: and | appeal with him to re- 
consider this question and adopt his 
own suggestion, which would meet the 
case, and refer the whole :f this matter 
to a Committee. 


Supplementary Estimates 


Mr. A. J BALFOUR was understood 
to dissent. 


*\ir. SEELY: I understood that that 
was his proposal last year. I do not 
think it is necessary to go us far as the 
Leader of the Opposition suggested and 
withdraw the Vote, because the questions 
involved are so small that really there 
will be no harm done this year by putting 
it inthe theform proposed. If, however, 
it is referred toa Committee, the principle 
of the matter will be settled and done 
with, and if the First Lord of the 
Treasury could see his way to do that, 
I think he would please both sides of 
the House. 


(7.15.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): 
This is the most extraordinary debate 
to which during my ten years experi- 
ence of the House I have listened. 
A subject has been suddenly sprung 
upon us, every one admits it is 
rather a grave emergency, but not a 
single Member in any part of the House 
has supported the proposal made by the 
First Lord of the Treasury. ‘There have 
been as many speakers on the Govern- 
ment as on the Opposition side of the 
House, and all have made the same 
appeal. If the First Lord gives an inti- 
mation that he will listen to that appeal, 
[ will not say another word. It seems 
to me that we are engaged in one of the 
most serious pieces of business we have 
had in the House for many years. 
Two things have happened since this 
matter of Supply was dealt with about 


Mr. Seely. 


{COMMONS} 
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Presentation 


six years ago. 
expenditure of the country has doubled, 
and in the second place, a constantly 
growing amount of the expenditure 
has been withdrawn from the control 
of this House. The First Lord has 
suggested that the Committee of 
Supply has never effected any economy 
when dealing with the Estimates. If he 
will only refer to last session, I think 
he will find many examples in which 


the discussions in this House bore 
fruit. My object in rising was to 


give the right hon. Gentleman an 
opportunity of deferring to the opinion 
which has been expressed in every part 
ot the House, and I hope he wil! respond 
to that appeal. 


(7.18.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have 
listened with a certain amount of 
pain to some of the speeches which 
have been made. I think expressions 
used last year, in regard to what 
was at that time undoubtedly purely 


an emergency resolution, have been 
twisted into a sense which, under 
the circumstances, is hardly fair, 


Of course, I may speak only by the 
leave of the House. I admit that by 
an accident, for which I certainly do 
not fee’ myself to be responsible, the 
change in the form of the Estimates this 
year has been unexpected or unforeseen 
by a large number of Gentlemen in the 
House. I had intended, in the course of 
my general speech on the rules, to advert 
to this as one of the features in the 
changes we proposed to make. I had it 
on my notes, but unfortunately it slipped 
my notice, as does sometimes happen in 
the course of a very long and complicated 
statement. Then, | had intended to 
give notice of the matter on Friday week. 
3y the doctor's orders | was not allowed 
to be in the House that night, and I 
asked my hon. ‘riend the Secretary to 
the Treasury to do so for me. There is 
no person more competent to do any- 
thing lucidly, but possibly if I had done 
it myself it would have been reported in 
the newspapers and so have come to the 


notice of every hon. Member, at all 
events, not later than last Saturday 
week. [| did not know until this after- 


noon that it was not reported. Although 
what passed is perfectly well known to 
the Leader of the Irish Party, he is not 
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responsible for spreading information | 


throughout al! the ranks of the House, 
but such a statement can hardly be 
described as a parliamentary secret. 
Still, it is no doubt true that it would 
have been desirable to bring the matter 
more clearly before the notice of the 
House, so that the House would have 
been seised of the facts—as, until to- 
night, | thought they were—ten days 
ago. Then if there had been any desire 
for a debate, that desire would have been 
conveyed to me, and, of course, such a 
demand would not have been resisted. 
| do not know whether the House thinks 
the discussion we have already had sufh- 
ciently long, but | am so anxious that it 
should not appear as if it was being pushed 
down the throats of Members, or brought 
into force by any secret procedure, that 
J am perfectly ready to find some other 
occasion on which we can discuss what 





the Government propose as a_ per- 
manent change in our’ method of 
presenting Supplementary Estimates. 


This is quite deliberately proposed by 
the Government as an improvement. 
Aiter what has taken place to-day I will 
consider whether | might not move an 
Aniendment to the new rules, which 
would raise the question in a specific form. 
I cannot promise to do that, because one 
must consider how it could be drafted, 
and there are other questions on which 
it is difficult to pronounce without care- 
ful consideration. If I am unable to 
find a sufficient opportunity in that way, 
I will try to find one in some other way. 
Gf course, that is if there is a desire for 
further discussion. 1 have very little 
more to say on the matter myselt ; I do 
not think I can add anything to the 
strong statement of the case in_ its 
favour ; but, in order to avoid the small- 
est appearance of taking the House by 
surprise, | will engage that some oppor- 
tunity is given for a discussion on the 
matter. 


(7.23.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 
By permission ef the House, may I 
say a word or two? In substance 


the right hon. Gentleman has dealt 
very fairly with the complaint that 
was made. He has undertaken that 
before this practice is regarded as ap- 
. > oo 4 RL 

proved by the House of Commons, and 
becomes a part of its permanent un- 
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written laws, there should be an adequate 
opportunity for its discussion. I take it 
for granted that the right hon. 
Gentleman will withdraw this Estimate. 


[‘“No”] The right hon. Gentleman 
has said that he does not .think he 


ought to take advantage of this new 
form until it has been discussed 
by the House. I would ask him to con- 
sider this point. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has made a concession, which is 
the substance, and he will not lose any- 
thing by adding alittle grace to it by 
withdrawing the Estimate in its present 
form and introducing it in the regular 
way. The Estimate itself is not, as it 
was last year, a question of millions, or 
covering a great many Departments. It 
is, by comparison with last year, a small 
one, and it is one which cannot be made the 
subject of very prolonged or improper 
discussion. The right hon. Gentleman 
has promised a day for the discussion, 
but we may not be able to have the 
discussion before the Estimate is con- 
sidered, because that will have to be dis- 
cussed very soon. If the right hon. 
Gentleman simply says, “1 will give an 
opportunity for the discussion of this 
matter, but I will insist on going on 
with the Estimate, and take advantage 
of what I have done,’ his  con- 
cession will certainly be robbed ot its 
I would ask him, under these 
circumstances, not only to give us this 
opportunity for discussion, but to with- 
draw the present Estimate, and introduce 
one in the ordinary way. 


grace. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it is 
possible we might have the discussion 
before the Estimate comes on for con- 
sideration. That, obviously, would be 
the best plan. Perhaps the hon. Gentle- 
man will ask me a question on the sub- 
ject tomorrow, and I will consider be- 
tween now and then the course we ought 
to adopt. Of course, I should take it for 
granted—!I may speak quite frankly— 
that if the Estimate in its present form 
were withdrawn, there would be no 
attempt to prolong the discussion on the 
Kstimate, or anything of that sort. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I havealready 
said that from the nature of the Estimate 
itself no such difficulty could possibly 
arise. I may add to that that there 
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would be nosuch desire if the right hon. 
Gentleman would withdraw the Estimate. 
I will leave the matter as it now stands 
and put a question to the right hon. 
Gentleman tomorrow. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hon. 
Member desire to withdraw his Motion ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Yes, Sir, I 
desire, by leave of the House, to withdraw. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


PATENT LAW AMENDMENT. 
THe PRESIDENT oF THE 
or TRADE (Mr. GERALD 
Leeds, Central), in 
ing leave to bring in a _ Bill to 
amend the law with reference to 
applications for Patents and Compulsory 
Licenses and other matters connected 
therewith, said the Bill was based on 
the recommendations of a Committee 
appointed by the Board of Trade in 1900 
to inquire into the working of the 
Patent Act respecting a great variety of 
questions. The recommendations of the 
Committee with reference to one matter 
were carried out by a Bill passed last 
session." The other recommendations 
had reference to matters of somewhat 
greater difficulty and complexity. One of 
these was the question of examining the 
specifications of letters patent previously 
granted in the United Kingdom. The 
other was that of granting compulsory 
licences. He did not think that it was 
necessary for him at this stage of the 
proceedings to explain or justify the pro- 
visions of the measure further than to say 
that they followed very closely the recom- 
mendations of the Committee, which were 
unusually detailed and precise, and that 
the Bill he was asking leave to introduce 
was a translation of those reeommenda- 
tions into the language of an Act of 
Parliament. He was aware that public 
opinion with respect to the recommenda- 
tions was not absolutely unanimous, but 
he had thought it better that the Bill 
should follow closely the lines of them. 
It would be well to allow a considerable 
interval to elapse between the First and 
Second Reading of the Bill, in order to 


(7.28.) 
BALFOUR, 


give those interested in the question an | 


Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 


ask- | 
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opportunity of studying the provisions, 
He would undertake on his part to con- 
sider most carefully and with an open 
mind any considerations that might be 
made to him. 


(7.30.) Mr. HEBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I am glad to know that 
the Government intend to introduce 
a Bil upon this important subject. 
It is, of course, too early a stage 
to pronounce anything in the way 
of a definite opinion upon the Bill 
which the Government now ask loave 
to introduce. Iam glad to hear that 
the right hon. Gentleman proposes 
to follow the recommendations of the 
Committee which sat to consider this 
matter, and I am still better pleased 
to hear that the Government propose to 
allow a considerable interval between the 
First and Second Reading of the Bill in 
order that the opinion of the commercial 
community may be obtained with regard 
to it. There is no doubt that the present 
law is in great need of amendment. 


There are few subjects in which the 


commercial world is more interested than 
in the inferiority of the patent system 


‘of the United Kingdom as compared 


with other countries, and more particu- 
larly as compared with the United States, 
I am sure that we shall all look forward 
with the greatest interest to the pro- 
visions of the Bill, and I again desire to 
thank the right hon. Gentleman for his 
promise to allow a long interval between 
the First and Second Reading. I trust 
that interval will not be too long, and 
I hope that the Government will be able 
to carry through this measure during 
the present session in a form that 
will acceptable to the commercial 
world at large. 


] 


ve 


PATENT LAW AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the law with reference 
to applications for Patents and Compul- 
sory Licences, and other matters con- 
nected therewith, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. Attorney 
General, and Mr. Solicitor Geyeral. 


PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Law with reference to 
applications for Patents and Compulsory 
Licenses, and other matters connected 
therewith” presented accordingly and 
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read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, 10th March, and to 
be printed. [Bill 87.] 


NEW PROCEDURE RULES. 
[First Day’s DEBATE. ] 
OFFICE OF SPEAKER. 


Standing Order No. 83 [20th July, 
1855] read, as followetht :— 

That whenever the House shall be 
informed by the Clerk at the Table of 
the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, 
the Chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means do perform the duties and 
exercise the authority of Speaker in 
relation to all proceedings of this House, 
as Deputy Speaker, until the next 
meeting of the House, and so on from 
day to day, on the like information being 
given to the House, until the House 
shall otherwise order: Provided that if 
the House shall adjourn for more than 
Twenty-four hours the Deputy Speaker 


shall continue to perform the duties and | 


exercise the authority of Speaker for 
Twenty-four hours only after such 
adjournment :— 


Amendment proposed at the end of 
the Standing Order to add the words— 


* At the commencement of every Parliament 
or from time to time, as necessity may arise, 
the House may appoint a Deputy Chairman, 
who shall, whenever the House is informed of 
the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of 
Ways and Means, be entitled to exercise all 
the powers vested in the Chairman of Ways 


and Means, including his powers as Deputy | 


Speaker ” :—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


(Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there added. ” 


(7.38.) Str SAMUEL HOARE (Nor- 
wich) said that of all the Amend- 
ments which the Leader of the House 
had put before them there was 
none of greater importance than the 
one which they were now considering. 
While it might be right and very desir- 
able to alter their Rules of Procedure in 
order to facilitate business, it was of still 


greater importance that they should) 


make provision that under any con- 


+ Throughout these debates, the Standing | 


Order proposed to be amended, or the proposed 
new Standing Order, wil! be first stated at 


lencth; at the close of the discussion, the | 


Order, as it eventually emerges, will be printed 
in italic type. 
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{ tingency the work of the House should 
| not be suspended owing to the illness 
either of Mr. Speaker or the Chairman 
of Ways and Means. It was somewhat 
linteresting to note that this Motion 
should be made within a week of the 

House having expevienced circumstances 

‘which might have led to considerable 
inconvenience and even to the suspension 
of the sittings of the House. Only last 
| week, to the great regret of the House, 
|Mr. Speaker, through  indisposition, 
| wake unable to be in his place, and his 
| position was occupied by the Chairman of 
Ways and Means. Within twenty-four 
hours of this incident the Chairman of 
Ways and Means was taken ill, and he 
ifelt sure that he was expressing the 
| general feeling of the House when he 
expressed the hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman would soon be restored to 
health. Under those circumstances Mr. 
Speaker took the Chair at a time when 
he ought to have taken one or two day’s 
rest, instead of taking the Chair as he 
did, and the House greatly appreciated 
'what Mr. Speaker did. Therefore, he 
felt that they ought not to wait till an 
emergency came, and they should be 
prepared with an assistant Deputy 
Chairman able to carry out the duties 
either in Committee or in the unfortunate 
absence of Mr. Speaker. 

It was unnecessary for him to labour 
the importance of having some hon. 
Member who was prepared to undertake 
those duties. He quite realised that every 
session Mr. Speaker nominated five 
Gentlemen to act as Deputy Chairman, 
and he would be the first to acknowledge 
that those hon. Gentlemen when called 
upon from time to time had fulfilled 
their duties most ably. He hoped, 
therefore, that the plan which had 
hitherto existed of appointing five 
Deputy Chairmen would always be 
continued. They had, however, to 
remember that it was not merely within 
this House that difficulties arose through 
the absence of Mr. Speaker or the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. He 
'thought hon. Members scarcely realised 
the amount of work which was placed upon 
the Chairman of Ways and Means. and it 
was especially with reference to that work 
that he wished to impress upon the 
Leader of the House the importance of 
facing the upstairs work as well as the 


2K 
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work in the House by the appointment 
of a permanent Deputy Chairman. 
Anyone who looked at the Standing 
Orders would at once see the immense 
amount of duties which were placed 
upon the Chairman of Ways and Means. 
There was a great deal of work to be 
done outside the House, and as long ago as 
the year 1888 it was clearly put forward 
that the Chairman of Ways and Means 
had really more work to do than it was 
possible for him to undertake. Other 
evidence which had been taken upon 
this subject pointed in the same direction. 


He thought it was only right that 
the House should realise the great 


amount of work that had been placed 
upon the Chairman of Ways and Means, 
in order that they might express their 
appreciation of the manner in which 
that work had been done in the past as 
well as by the present holder of the 
office. The Chairman of Ways and 
Means hada great many other duties 
which involved his attendance in the 
House both morning and afternoon at 
different hours. He had often to see 
the promoters of Bills and consider with 
them certain points. He had also to 
see the opponents of Bills and had to 
confer with the Speaker’s Couns:l. 
When it was remembered that this 
session there were 187 private Bills down 
for consideration, it would be understood 
that the Chairman had a great deal of 
work to do. He wished for a moment 
to consider what would be the position 
of affairs with reference to private Bills 
if the Chairman of Ways and Means was 
laid up by illness for any considerable 
time. Hon. Members reading the Stand- 
ing Orders would see that according to 
the procedure laid down notice had to 
be given to the Chairman of Ways and 
Means two or three days before the 
various stages of a Bill could be taken. 
The Amendments had to be put down, 
and the Chairman of Ways and Means 
was responsible to see that they were in 
order. He had himself known cases 
where the parties interested in a Bill had 
been prevented from seeing the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means on account of 
his illness, and the result was that there 
was difficulty. This would be solved if 
only there was in future a Deputy 
Chairman who could undertake a g: eat 
portion of the work now placed upon the 


Sir Samuel Hoare. 
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The Chairman of Ways and 
Means was sometimes up to a very late 
hour indeed, and next morning he was 
expected to be present to assist various 
people with respect to their private Bills. 
The hon. Member believed it had always 
been the custom of the Chairman of 
Ways and Means and those with whom 
he acted, as well as Committees who were 
responsible for investigating private 
Bills to try, as far as possible, when they 
believed a Bill was good, tosee that that 
Bill should be passed through. This 
often meant a good deal of compromise 
on the part of those interested in the 
Bill, but he thought it was right, after the 
parties had gone to great expense, that if 
arrangements could be made, either in 
the Committee-room or on the advice of 
the Chairman, or Mr. Speaker's Counsel, 
they should report to the House that the 
preamble was proved. That was what 
the House desired should be done. Some 
hon. Members might suppose that the 
Chairman of Committee on unopposed 
Bills might mean little or nothing. But 
it should be remembered that the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means had to read 
these Bills and, when he thought the 
circumstances necessitated it, to make an 
unopposed arf opposed Bill. Sometimes 
they had a Bill opposed in Comittee, 
and then it went back to the Committee 
as an unopposed Bill. He thought from 
his own experience that a great deal of 
care was required with Bills which went 
through that course. He expressed the 
hope that the Leader of the House would 
be able to assure them that this officer 
of the House was not to be appointed as 
emergency arose, but that he was to be 
appointed as regularly as the Chairman 
ot Ways and Means—that he should be, 
practically, always in the House, watching 
the business and ready to help. He had 
put down an Amendment to insert after 
‘“* Deputy Chairman ” the words “‘ Ata 
salary of £1,500 per annum,” but he 
understood that would be out of order. 
He trusted, however, that if they 
appointed an officer able to cope with the 
business he would receive an adequate 
salary for his services. He did not think, 
they were justified in asking any Member 
to give up the time that was necessary 
for the work, which would be heavy, 
unless they properly remunerated him 
for his services. He believed it would be 


925 


to t! 
it 
thor 
stage 
He \ 
see b 
possi 
Way 
the } 
impo 
Nor 

or tl 
shoul 
come 
to pr 
from 
the he 
consic 
they 

effect 
best. 


*(1.0 
Sower 
appeal 
out tl 
going t 
practic 
an offi 
merely 
emerge 
the con 
un oft 
of the 
compet 
the Sr 
Case 9 
regard 
only sé 
and M 
more 1 
had no 
possibl y 
Chairm. 
that w; 
portane 
of the 

Mittees. 
question 
of W ay 
amount 
hecessar 
He he ad 
ings of 1 
That so 
really a 
Committ 
of which 





924 


3 and 
late 
was 
rious 
Bills. 
ways 
in of 
shom 
were 
‘ivate 
they 
. that 
This 
omise 
1 the 
er the 
hat if 
er in 
ice of 
unsel, 
at the 
what 
Some 
t the 
yposed 
But 
Chair- 
» read 
it the 
ike an 
etimes 
nittee, 
mittee 
t from 
leal of 
1 went 
ed the 
would 
officer 
ated as 
s to be 
airman 
uld be, 
itching 
He had 
rt after 
es At a 
but he 
~ order. 
if they 
‘ith the 
dequate 
yt think, 
Member 
ecessary 
heavy, 
ed him 
rould be 





995 New Procedure 


{10 Fesruary 1902} 


Rules. 926 


to the advantage of private Bill business The Chairman of Ways and Means had 


if they had a Deputy Chairman 
thoroughly acquainted with the various 
stages and with the circumstances of Bills. 
He was one of those who were anxious to 
see business go through as smoothly as 
possible. Splendidly as the Chairman of 
Ways and Means had done his work in 
the past, it was not fair that they should 
impose more on him than he could do. 
Nor was it fair that either Mr. Speaker 
or the Chairman of Ways and Means 
should be obliged when indisposed to 
come to undertake their duties in order 
to prevent the business of the country 
from coming to a standstill. He expressed 
the hope that his‘ right hon. friend would 
consider these views in the spirit in which 
they were offered, and, if possible, give 
effect to them in the way he thought 
best. 


*(7.59.) Mr. MELLOR (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby) said the proposed Rule as it 
appeared on the Paper would not carry 
out the object intended. If they were 
going to make an alteration in the present 
practice of the House there ought to be 
an officer of the House appointed and not 
merely a casual Member to act in an 
emergency for one, two, or three days in 
the course of the year. They should have 
in officer who would learn the work 
of the House, and who would be 
competent to take the Chair e'ther for 
the Speaker or the Chairman in the 
case of unavoidable absence. With 
regard to private business, he could 
only say that the Chairman of Ways 
and Means had to do a great deal 
more work than any Member who 
had not investigated the matter could 
possibly imagine. He had to, sit as 
Chairman in the Court of Referees, and 
that was a Court of considerable im- 
portance to the House. It was one 
of the most important Standing Com- 
muittees, its object being to determine all 
questions of locus standi. The Chairman 
of Ways and Means got a certain 
amount of assistance, but at times it was 
necessary for him to take the Chair there. 
He had to take the Chair at the meet- 
ings of the Unopposed Bills Committee. 
That sounded unimportant, but it was 
really a very important matter. That 
Committee dealt with all Bills in respect 
of which petitions had been withdrawn. | 


to sit with Mr. Speaker’s Counsel, and 
probably another Member, and go into 
all the circumstances connected with 
the Bill. The Home Office and the 
Local Government Board and _ other 
Departments of the Government had to 
make reports to the Chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee, and his first duty 
was to see that the reports were com- 
plied with. People often came to the 
Chairman of Ways and Means to ask 
questions and to ascertain whether he 
could help them to settle matters of 
opposition, and to see whether he could 
arrange for the future progress of 
Bills. Having seen these people, he came 
into the House at 3 o'clock, and 
he was expected to give to the House 
the knowledge he had gained of the 
various Bills which had been brought 
before him. It was a much greater 
labour than appeared. If the 12 o’clock 
Rule was unhappily suspended, he had 
to go on sitting into the night. The 
hon. Member remembered, when the 
Home Rule Bill was before the House, 
Amendments were brought to the Chair- 
man in bundles, and it was his duty to 
make up his mind whether they were 
in order or not, and then to see that 
those which were in order were properly 
dealt with. It took a great deal of time, 
and caused a great deal of anxiety to 
the Chairman, because before sitting on 
such a Bill he had to prepare himself by 
looking at the Amendments on the 
Paper, and looking at the authorities 
and rulings of former Speakers and 
Chairmen to see whether the Amend- 
ments were in order or not. In 
addition to that, if the Speaker was ill, 
then the Chairman of Ways and Means, 
as Deputy Speaker had to take the Chair, 
and he would have the same difficulties to 
encounter as the Speaker. The First 
Lord of the Treasury was, he understood, 
acting in this matter as Leader of the 
House, and was willing to listen not only 
to the discussion of these rules, but to 
make Amendments on them if these 
were reasonable. He trusted sincerely 
that the First Lord would accept the 
suggestion, and for this reason; that if 
any ordinary Member of the House was 
put into the Speaker’s Chair temporarily, 
the effect would be that he would 
have the powers of the Speaker, but 
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not the Speaker’s authority. There was Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Had I known the 


a great difference in that respect. 
position of the Speaker was great, and 


one of very high authority, and thus it | 


was that the Speaker was able to control 


the deliberation of the House, and to, 
He 
‘them thought, rightly or wrongly, that 


keep order under all circumstances. 
hoped that the Government would listen 
to this suggestion, and that they would 
appoint a permanent officer of the House, 
who would be able to take his fair share 


of the duties of Chairman of Ways and | 


Means in regard to private business. 


(8.4.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
Amendment beforethe House, but a sugges- 


debate and the right hon. Gentleman 


opposite spoke with authority as to the. 


labours, responsibility, and duties of the 
Chairman of Committees. I certainly 
have no knowledge of my own respecting 
the details of the work that responsible 


ofticer has to deal with, nor can I compare | 
them with others, but I fully accept their | 


general statements. The proposal that 
we should have a highly-paid Assistant 
Chairman of Committees is, I think, well 
worthy of consideration, but it is outside 
the scope of the actual proposal of the 
Government. There is a good deal to be 
thought of before we make a new paid 
officer in this House, and I should certain- 
ly not like to make the proposal on my 
own volition until I knew more about it. 
It is sufficient, I think, that in this rule 
we deal with a specific danger which this 
House has run, I was going to say for 
centuries, but which, so far as I know, has 
never produced any great public catas- 
trophe, though it might have brought 
us to the verge of a great Parliamentary 
difficulty. The Rule, as it stands, provides 
a way out of that difficulty, and I would 
venture to suggest that the House would 
be well advised in taking the rule as the 
Government has proposed it. It would 
not be a barrier to the proposals of my 
hon. friend and the right hon. Gentleman, 
which might well come under the con- 
sideration of any Committee appointed to 
consider Private Bill Legislation. I under- 
stand that there is no opposition to the 
rule ; and that the actual suggestion we 
have made need raise no great con- 
troversy. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman was never more 
mistaken. 
Mr. Mellor. 


The | 


| the reason why the right hon. Gentleman 
| had heard nothing in opposition to the 


* Rule. M them t y 
tion. Both my hon. friend who started this | agit se a ee 


/a promise of payment was made. 





right hon. Gentleman had any objection 
to the rule—he might have communicated 
with me. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that many of 


the right hon. Gentleman was going to 
accept the proposal that a salary should 
be paid to the new Deputy Chairman, 
because that was the way to maintain 
the control of Parliament. That was 


enormous danger in trusting the next 
rule to a casual Chairman over whom 
they had no control, and he would offer 
the fiercest opposition to this Rule unless 


*(8.10.) Str J. FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.) said he was _ probably 
the only Member of the House who 
remembered the first time the Chairman 
of Ways and Means took the Chair in 
the room of the Speaker. That was in 
1855, owing to the indisposition of the 
Speaker, and in pursuance of a Standing 
Order passed after the Report of the 
Select Committee in 1853. His right 
hon. friend had said that they had got 

on very well for centuries without the 
necessity of an additional officer, and 
that brought to his mind how it became 
necessary that the Chairman of Com- 
mittees should be made Deputy Speaker. 
In previous times, when, unhappily for 
any reason, the Speaker was unable to 
take the Chair, business was not % 
pressing, and, by arrangement, a House 
was not made. It so happened that within 
a month of the occasion to which he re 
ferred, the Speaker, having met with a 
slight accident, was prevented from pel- 
forming his duty, and for two nights rur- 
ning a House was not made. It was then 
that the new rule was taken advantage 
of. The fact was that the business of the 
House was now so much heavier, and 
the time of Parliament was so much 
more valuable, that it would be impossible 
to get through the session if, from time 
to time, they had to pass over a sitting, 
It was quite evident that anyone 
entrusted with the authority of the 
| Speaker, or the Chairman of Ways and 
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Means, should be a man in whom the 
House had complete confidence ; and he 
was quite sure that there were many 
Members of the House in whom the 
necessary qualities might be found. 
Members from all parts of the House had 
taken the Chair occasionally, though 
without full powers, and they had shewn 
their ability to conduct the business of 
the House. He had only risen to point 
out that they could not afford, in 
these times, when the business of the 


House had so much increased, to run | 


the risk of not having some one to take 


the Chair upon such an emergency as a | 
few days ago might easily have taken | 
taken place, and in the interests of the | 


House the proposal of the Government 
was, he considered, highly expedi- 
ent. (8.15.) 


(8.45.) Mr. LODER (Brighton) said 
that until he heard the speech of the 


right hon. Gentleman the Member for 


the Forest of Dean, he was under the 
impression that, whatever might be said 
about the proposed new rules as a whole, 
the one dealing with the appointment of 


a Deputy Chairman would, at any rate, | 
be received with a chorus of approval | 


and satisfaction by the House. By the 
Amendment he was about to move he 
did not intend in any way to delay the 
progress of the new rule, but simply to 
elicit from the Government the exact 
intention of the proposal. 


was to be established that in future a 
Deputy Chairman of Ways and Means 
should be appointed to take the place of 
the Chairman or the Speaker when one 
or both were indisposed. But the word- 
ing of the proposed 
Standing Order left it optional for the 
Government of the day to make such an 


appointment or not, as they thought fit. | 
The general feeling of the House, he | 
believed, was that the Standing Order | 
should be mandatory and obligatory, | 


and the object of his Amendment was 
that that intention should be expressed 
inso many words. In the course of an 
examination of the Standing Orders, he 
had found only three out of 98 that were 
permissible in their wording. If it was 
intended that the Standing Order should 
be obligatory, why not say so? The 
House had been told sometimes by the 
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The House | 


was under the impression that a rule | 


addition to the | 
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Attorney General, or the Solicitor 
General, that in certain cases “may” 
meant “shall,” but it was desirable 
above all things that a Standing Order 
should be clear and unmistakable in its 
intention, and therefore in order to avoid 
all possibility of doubt, he moved to 
substitute the word ‘‘shall” for the 
word “ may.” 

Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“Tn line 2, to leave out the second word 
“may,’ and insert the word “shall.”—(Mr. 
Loder.) 

Question proposed, “That the word 
‘may ’ stand part of the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


(8.49.) Mr. M’KENNA (Monmouth- 

shire, N.) thought thechangefrom “ may” 
to “shall” was not one that the House 
should be recommended to adopt. The 
functions of the Deputy Chairman were 
very uncertain, and it would be better to 
leave the proposal in its present vague 
form until some definite statement as to 
the duties of the office had been made. 
If the suggestion of the hon. Member 
for Norwich had been accepted, and it 
had been decided that the Deputy-Chair- 
man’s duties should include some of 
the duties at present discharged by the 
Chairman in regard to private Bills, and 
that a salary should attach to the office, 
it might have been better that the ap- 
_pointment should be made obligatory. 
But as the Deputy Chairman was, 
apparently, to come into existence only 
in the unavoidable absence of the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means, it was prefer- 
able that the proposal should remain in 
| its present form. 


* (8.51.) Mr. BLAKE felt a great 
difficulty as to this appointment, 
having regard to the powers the 
new official would be called upon to 
exercise. The security the House ex- 
pected and received in the exercise of 
the great powers of the Speaker, all of 
which were to be vested in this Deputy 
Chairman, was not after all so much 
dependent on his official and salaried 
| position, as on the extraordinary and 
happy circumstances of the tenure of the 
appointment. The Speaker, by the under- 
| standing of the House, was the embodi- 
'ment of the will of the House at 
‘large. When appointed, he abandoned 
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all party connections in that House, and 
understood that he would, being worthy, 
receive the support and confidence of 
both sides of the House ; that, although 
political fortunes might change, and those 
who had secured his election might become 
the minority, he would receive from the 
new House a renewal of confidence. That 
was the essential feature of the Speaker- 
ship, and it made for the security, dignity, 
order and efficiency of the proceedings 
of the British House of Commons more 
than did any other element in its consti- 
tution. But the appointment of an 
official to fill the Chair only casually and 
for short intervals, and not under the 
venerable and valuable traditions to which 
he had referred, was a very different 
business. The office of Chairman of Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means was not a very 
old one, and the question of the succes- 
sion to the Speakership had not arisen 
in any acute form, as it might do. But 
perhaps there might exist in the hope of 
that succession, some restraining and 
elevating motive affecting the Chairman. 
But the lower one went down in the 
official hierarchy, from the Speaker to the 
Deputy Speaker, and from the Deputy 
Speaker to the Vice-Deputy Speaker, so 
to speak, the less these considerations 
weighed. The opportunities of occu- 
pying the Chair would be comparatively 
rare; the general atmosphere in which 
such a Member would dwell and the 
work he would do would still be that of 
a party politician. Thus many things con- 
curred to render it difficult for him to 
reconcile himself to the exercise of the 
great powers proposed to be conferred on 
the new officer by this new rule. While, 
however, he was indisposed to agree to 
making the appointment obligatory, he 
did not think any hon. Member need _ be 
alarmed because the word was “may ” 
and not “shall.’’ The appointment did not 
require even the initiative of the Govern- 
ment. Under the rule, at the com- 
mencement of a Parliament, it might be 
competent for any Member to make such 
a proposition, and if the majority of the 
House favoured it, the appointment 
would be made ; while it was rather absurd 
to suppose that, if the House was un- 
favourable, it should be forced to appoint. 
He had long thought, however, and he 
hoped that all would agree that, in the in- 
terests of the efficient conduct of business 
Mr. Blake. 
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and of humanity towards the two principal 
officials of the House, some provision 
should be made by which the usual 
occupant of the Chair might obtain relief 
much more frequently than was at 
present the case. One slightly redeeming 
feature of the new rule was that it would 
enable some such provision to be made. 
His own view, perhaps coloured some. 
what by experiences elsewhere, was that 
some method should be arranged by 
which it would be quite in accordance 
with etiquette, as well as within the 
range of possibility, for the occupant of 
the Chair to obtain frequently and 
easily a short relief from sitting in 
the Chair. In another Legislature 
of which he had had experience, a 
system had been adopted whereby the 
Speaker was able to call to the Chair, 
from time to time, any Member of the 
House, and was thus enabled to take 
advantage of some other posture than that 
of sitting—a posture that was both un- 
comfortable and detrimental to health 
if too long enforced. The rule would 
therefore be improved if it was not con- 
fined to cases in whichjan announcement 
was made of the unavoidable absence of 
the Speaker, and the impossibility of his 
taking the Chair. Such a provision as 
he had suggested would conduce to the 
comfort and health of the Speaker, and 
the comfort and health of the Speaker 
were in no unimportant sense also for 
the comfort and smooth conduct of the 
House. 


(9.0.) THe SECRETARY To THE 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 
GRANT Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 
said he was very glad to be able 
to agree with a great deal that had 
been said by the hon. Member who 
had just sat down, who,had had great 
experience in regard to this question. 
He thought if the House was ever likely 
to adopt this view, the weighty reasons 
which tad just been given by the hon. 
Member would persuade the House at 
once to appoint such an officer. He 
hoped, however, that the hon. Member 


-would not press his Amendment, because 


it was not usual for the House to give a 
mandatory instruction to itself that it 
should appoint a Deputy Chairman. If 
the proposal were agreed to, he did not 
see how they were going to enforce such 
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an instruction against the wishes of the 
House, for they could not get a manda- 
mus from a judge. For his part he 
could not conceive of a Government 
which had the opportunity of conferring 
an additional honour and responsibility 
upon an hon. Member of the House 
refusing to do so, when the whole House 
were anxious that such an appointment 
should be conferred. 

asked leave to with- 


Mr. LODER 


draw his Amendment. [Opposition cries , 


of ** No, no.”? 


Question, ‘‘That the word ‘may’ 
stand part of the proposed Amendment, ” 
put, and agreed to. 

(9.5.) Mr. M‘KENNA said that the 
effect of the Amendment he now pro- 
posed would be to leave the question 
open. Even the Colonial Secretary 
had stated that it would probably be 
necessary to consider the whole ques- 
tion of private business. One of the 
subjects for the consideration of any 
Committee that might be appointed 
ought to be the duties of that Deputy 
Chairman, and if the Government 
accepted this Amendment they could 
either adhere to their present attitude 
of not paying the Deputy Speaker. 
or if they wished it they might make 
him an official of the House. The 
objection to the proposal as it stood at 
present was that it bound the Govern- 
ment not to appoint a Deputy Speaker 
to be paid. If the First Lord of the 
Treasury adhered to that attitude it 
would cause considerable difficulty in 
dealing with some of the proposals later 
on. He questioned whether it was wise 
to give such powers to an hon. Member 
appointed casually to this position. He 
thought it was advisable that the Govern- 
ment should now leave the matter open, 
and be guided in their future decision 
by whatever conclusions the Committee 
might come to. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, in line 3, to leave out the 
words— 

‘“ Whenever the House is informed of the 


unavoidable abs-nce of the Chairman of Ways 
and Means.” —(Mr. M’ Kenna.) 
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Question proposed, “‘ That the words 
‘whenever the House is informed ’ stand 
part of the proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON said he could 
not accept the Amendment, and pointed 
out that to leave out these words would 
aggrandise the position and power of 
the new official by making it possible 
for him to take the chair at other times 
than in the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


Mr. BARTLEY thought they should 
stick to the old idea that the Speaker 
and the Chairman of Ways and Means 
should be the officers, and that the 
Deputy Chairman should only act in 
one of those sad events when both Mr. 
Speaker and the Chairman were struck 
down by illness, and when they could 
not carry on their business. He trusted 
they would not make this another 
salaried appointment. If this were made 
a valuable appointment it might be 
filled in a way which some of them 
would not like. He did not think that 
in these days of enormously increasing 
expenditure they ought to make any 
more lucrative appointments in the 
House of Commons. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: [think the question 
of whether he should be a paid Deputy 
Chairman or not does not arise on this 
Amendment. 


(9.14.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
thought the hon. Member who had moved 
this Amendment was under a little 
misapprehension. He pointed out that 
the rule as it stood on the Paper em- 
powered the Deputy Chairman to take 
the chair when the Chairman of Ways 
and Means was absent. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: The words are ‘‘when- 
ever the House is informed.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Quite so. 
“Whenever the House is informed.” 
There was a new phraseology intro- 
duced into these rules. He did not 
know in the least what the ‘‘ Chairman 
of Ways and Means” was. He knew what 
“Chairman of Committee of Ways and 
Means” meant, but the expression 
“Chairman of Ways and Means” had 
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no more meaning than “Chairman of 
Hopes and Fears.” He only mentioned 
that to show that the phraseology was 
a little slipshod. Again, the Amendment 
entitled the Deputy Chairman to exer- 
cise all the powers of the Chairman of 
Ways and Means, including his powers 
as Deputy Speaker. These latter words 
were surplusage. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not at all. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Does not 
“all” mean ‘all’? He submitted, 
however, that the words the hon. Mem- 
ber proposed to omit were very necessary, 
because they limited the occasions on 
which the new officer could act. 
not inclined to multiply indefinitely the 
occasions when this new official was to 
play the part of Speaker. He would 
have enormous powers. He would have 
the power of suspending anyone, and of 


requiring an apology from any one of 
them. [An Hon. Member: A sincere 


apology.| He would have the entirely 
new power of suspending the sitting of 
the House. Then there was the closure. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: The only question 
now before the House is whether the 
words “‘ Whenever the House is informed 
of the unavoidable absence of the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means” should be 
omitted. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said it was 
extremely advisable from his point of 
view to limit the powers of the Deputy 
Chairman as much as possible. They 
were having created a new officer, and 
they did not know whether he was to be 
paid or unpaid. The only expression he 
had heard on the subject was in the 


shape of an Amendment which was ruled | 
out of order. But whether paid or unpaid, | 


they did know it was proposed that he | 
should have very extensive powers. He | 
was therefore of opinion that the words 
proposed to be omitted should be retained. 


Mr. M‘KENNA asked leave to with- 


draw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment amended, by inserting in | 
line 3, after the word “ informed,”’ the | 
words “ by the Clerk at the Table.”’ 


Mr. Gibson Bowles, 


{COMMONS} 


, must mean 


| Deputy Speaker would be included. 


He was | 
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(9.25.)Mr. GIBSON BOWLESin moving 


to leave out the words “including his 
powers as Deputy Speaker,” said he 
thought the House really must have 


/some respect to the real meaning of 


words. The Amendment invested the 
new officer with all the powers of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. “ All” 
“all,” and the powers as 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, as amended— 

‘In line 5, after the word ‘ Means,’ to leave 
out the words ‘including his powers as Deputy- 
Speaker.’ ”—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment, as amended.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I would advise 
my hon. friend not to press the Amend- 
ment. I entirely agree that “all ’’ does 
mean “all,” even in the Standing Orders 
of the House of Commons; but it is 
convenient to make us all familiar with 
the Standing Orders of the House, so 
that any one glancing at the rule will 
see at once what is the most important 
power included in the word “all.” It is 


only on that ground that I defend the 


Amendment as drawn, though I admit it 
is not grammatical or logical. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Very well, 
Sir, with that deference I always 
endeavour to show the right hon. 
Gentleman, although I confess he has 
not convinced me, I ask leave to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 


| ment, as amended, by leave, withdrawn. 


MACNEILL 
moved to add at the end of the 
Amendment, “Provided always that 
no holder of a directorship in a public 
company shall be eligible for appoint- 
ment to the position of Deputy Chair- 
man.” This was by no means a laughing 
matter. All the enormous powers of the 
Speaker were to be granted to the new 
Deputy Chairman—the power to stop 
| the order of debate, to adjourn the 
| House, to order any one out of the House, 

| and other powers little short of despotic ; 
but he was not to bein reality a paid 


(9.32.) Mr. SWIFT 
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ofticial of the House. Now, if the gen- that if the Gentleman to be proposed for 
tleman were a paid official, no matter the position of Deputy Chairman had 
how great his powers, as long as his any connection whatever with company 
salary was on the Votes, so long would promoting he would expose his financial 
they have their grip upon him, and so arrangements to the House. 

long would he be obedient to the great . Amendment proposed to the proposed 
moral sanction and public opinion of the Amendment, as amended in line 6, at 
House. The right hon. Gentleman pro- the end, to add the words— 

posed as Deputy Chairman was an «Provided always, that no holder of a 
amphibious creature, who might be a Directorship in a Public Company shall be 
partisan as much as he was. He main- €ligible for appointment as Deputy Chair- 
tained that the Chairman of Committees |" —(/". Swyt MacNeill.) 

should be removed as far as possible 
from all suspicion of the trail of finance. . 
The head of this House should “e “ae ovat tha a at go 
company director, above all, the Gentle- oa qeq ” oe See 

man exercising the position of Chairman ° ; 

of Committees, and for this reason: (9.35.) Mr A. J. BALFOUR: 
that day after day matters came up in 76 hon. Gentleman has got direc- 
Committee connected with company law- he an the oust He says that 
and company promotion. Let them Mt x 2 
for God's x i provide that cl the = Pes. Psy otsang Prscrose 
most prejudiced Member of the House chee eee oe See shan tee 
should feel convinced that the order he elie ant hold a” dxemaniels: If 
heard from the Chair was not the grunt Csar’s wife had the misfortune of 
i en ee Ps pct spe living in the days of the hon. Gentle- 
OS was such 1a 1e occupant oO r . : av .Y é 4 
the Chair ought to be a ieniidaas with a ahe RO 2 Tare hee ae 
the traditions of this House, that he a 
should give his entire thought and _ser- Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I never 
vices to the public good, and should not ..-,. V,. eH Be rag ge gee 
be in the slightest ad subject to the ag Oe ey eae ony 
suspicion that he must be affected by sa 
the financial transactions of any 
company. It was well known that a 
Judge on the Bench, no matter how 
highly placed, would not be allowed to 
sit in judgment on a case in which he 
had the slightest interest. He threw no 
imputation on the present Government 
of all the talents and all the virtues 
the world had ever seen, but he could 
imagine the extreme length to which 
this rule could be carried by an un- 
scrupulous Government, determined, as 
far as they could, to abridge the 
privileges of the House of Commons, 
and the rights of free speech. He 
could imagine such a Government 
putting into that Chair another Bludgeon 
Hardacres who would, at will, order 
Members out of the House of Commons. yp 
The Deputy Chairman should be, like}... 
Czsar’s wife, above suspicion ; and should 


{10 FEBRUARY 1902} 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: At any rate the 
' hon. Gentleman must remember that to 
pass this regulation with regard to the 
Deputy Chairman alone would be very 
invidious. You must extend it to the 
other officers of the House. Again, the 
arguments he has advanced would pre- 
vent any man being either Speaker or 
Chairman of Committees or Deputy 
Chairman who holds any property either 
in land, or Consols, or in any foreign 
stocks such as Egyptian or African 
stocks, which are influenced by action in 
this House. I have never been asked 
myself to be a director of a company, 
‘and I rather suspect that the hon- 
Gentleman has never been asked either. 
SWIFT MACNEILL: I have 
been asked, but I refused. 











have nothing to do with those financial 
relations which seemed to dog, in some 
mysterious way, the steps of the present 
Government. He begged to give notice 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then the hon. 
Gentleman has the advantage of me. 
But we must remember that in the 
conditions of modern industry all great 
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commercial works are carried on by 
‘companies. It is most important that 
those companies should be directed by 
the best men; and, though I and the 
hon. Gentleman have not the good 
fortune to be included among these best 
men, it is desirable that no discourage- 
ment should be thrown in the way of 
their employment. Of course, I quite 
agree there are persons who may be 
called professional directors, who are 
supposed to give little but their names 
to the companies with which they are 
connected. I should be sorry to see a 
person in that capacity exercising a very 
responsible position in this House. But 
it would be improper for us to apply to 
one officer a general regulation which we 
did not apply to all; and I, therefore, 
hope the hon. Gentleman will on reflec- 
tion withdraw his Amendment. 


(9.42.) Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
1 claim the same disqualification as the 
right hon. Gentleman. I have never 
been a director of any public company. 
and I confess I do not think it is a special 
qualification for a Member of this House. 
1 think there is a great deal too much 
of it. It is an evil that is growing every 
day. I believe it exercises an influence 
in this House which is not beneficial to 
its action and which detracts from the 
reputation of the House outside. I feel 
that extremely strongly. I do not agree 
that it is possible to put it in the form of 
an Amendment, but, in my opinion, it 
ought to be the governing principle with 
those who have the appointment of men 
to positions of responsibility in this House, 
especially to such positions as exercise 
overwhelming influence on the conduct of 
Private Bills. This professional director- 
ship is, in my opinion, an infinite social 
evil which is working immense mischief 
in all classes of society ; and I regret to 
say I trace its evil influence in this House. 
Therefore, whatever we may do in the 
way of express legislation, Iam extremely 
glad there should be an open declaration 
of opinion in this House, that it should 
be 'ooked upon as a disqualification with 
regard to positions in the House. I am 
glad that my hon. friend has introduced 
the subject. I do not think he can carry 
it in an Amendment in this form; I 
should rather wish that the public opinion 
of this House should be against positions 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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of this kind being given to men who 
accumulate directorships in businesses 
to which they cannot attend, and which, 
if they did attend to them, would be a 
disqualification for their doing the busi- 
ness of this House. Therefore, I think 
we should have, not a self-denying ordi- 
nance, but a self-qualifying ordinance, by 
which men who claim to take a part in 
the public affairs of this country should 
give their time, their energies, and their 
character to the public service, 


(9.45.) Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hert- 
fortshire, St. Albans) said that why such 
a qualification as was sought to be im- 
posed by the Amendment should apply 
to the Deputy Chairman any more than 
to Mr. Speaker or the Chairman of 
Committees or any other officer of the 
House, he was at a loss to understand, 
If there was any rule of the House 
which made it obligatory, of course he 
was quite ready to accept it. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: There 
is an unwritten law that the Speaker of 
this House should not be what is called 
a guinea pig. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS saw no reason 
for the interposition of such an ex- 
pression as guinea pig. Such a thing 
was a monstrous attack on a respectable 
and useful class of the community. To 
refer to the whole class of directors as 
guinea pigs because some people abused 
their position and took money for work 
which they did not do, was most injust. 
The right hon. Gentleman had no right 
to assume that all directors were dis- 
honest and unfit for office in this House. 
The hon. Gentleman who moved the 
Amendment had spoken very strongly 
with regard to directors and said they 
were all tarred with the financial brush, 
or that the trail of finance was over them 
all, or something of that kind. He 
seemed to think they were all dis- 
honest. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg the 
hon. Gentleman’s pardon, [| said nothing 
of the kind. What I said was, that such 
a person was unfit for a public position 
in this House. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS said it came to 


this, that so long as a person was a 
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member of a private firm he was a fit 
and proper person to fill a public office 
inthis House, but directly his business 
was turned into a limited company and 
when he became a director he became 
unfit. He hoped they would not be led 
away in this matter. No doubt the 
position of director had in some cases 
been abused, but the position of a 
director qua director was no more dis- 
creditable to a man, than the position of 
a trader who was the head of his own 
firm ; and so long as a man conducted 
himself properly in this House _ his 
business outside was no concern of 
anybody’s. 


FIELD (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) said the hon. Member who 
had just spoken had entirely mis- 
interpreted the spirit of the Amend- 
ment. Every hon. Member must be 
aware of the fact that there were 
directors in this House of public com- 
panies of various kinds who came into 
contact with the Government, and who 
undoubtedly did influence a_ large 
number of hon. Members to a large 
extent. He had had a great deal to do 
with opposing Railway Bills, and he asked 
what would become of those Bills if the 
Deputy Speaker happened to be a director 
of the company that promoted them. 
There could be no question about it, there 
was a large publie danger in having a 
director of a public company placed in a 
judicial position in the House, and he 
trusted the hon. Member would press this 
matter to adivision. Mr. Gladstone dis- 
couraged entirely the idea of having as 
Cabinet Ministers men who were directors 
of public companies. Such discouragement 
however, was not a strong feature of the 
present Government, and the result was 
that when a Railway Bill came before the 
House those who wished to criticise the 
measure seldom got a chance, because 
the directors of the companies brought 
such strong pressure to bear upon the 
Government. In the majority of the 
Parliaments of Europe there was a rule 
which prohibited members of the Govern- 
ment sitting as directors of public 
companies. Such a rule was a great 
safeguard, and there was no doubt that 
public opinion recognised the fact that. 
financiers and directors of public com-. 
panies ought not to occupy prominent | 


(9.52.) Mr. 


{10 Fepruary 1902} 
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positions in this House. Officials of this 
lta 


House ought to be above suspicion. 
division was pressed, he would certainly 
be found in the lobby with his hon. 
friend. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet), said he held strongly that no 
person occupying a position in the 
Government or an office in this House 
itself ought to be connected witha public 
company. But he hoped the hon. 
Gentleman would not press his Amend- 
ment, because it did not make the point 
quite clear. If only the Deputy 
Chairman* of the Committee of Ways 
and Means were precluded. by express 
resolution from occupying the position 
of a director, that would imply that the 
members of the Government and, other 
officers of the House, were not pre- 
cluded. Mr. Disraeli compelled every 
member of his Governments, high and 
low, to resign their connection as 
directors of public companies. There 
had not been any abuse of the practice, 
he thought, in the present Government, 
but he thought the general principle 
ought to be enforced, and his objection 
to the Amendment was that it did not 
enforce it in its entirety. 


(10.0.) Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) 
said the attitude taken up by the right 
hon. Gentleman who had just addressed 
the House had secured the warm approval 
of Members on all sides of the House 
who did not agree with him in general 
matters, but he had suggested no way 
out of the difficulty. It was because he 
thought the Amendment provided a way 
out that he wished to give one or two 
reasons why he supported it. It was not 
the fault of the hon. Member for South 
Donegal that in moving his Amendment 
he could not make it apply to other officers, 
because not for a generation had there 
been an opportunity of discussing this 
principle in connection with a post of this 
kind. It had never been raised in con- 
nection with the high post which Mr. 
Speaker had with such dignity and pro- 
bity filled. This was the only oppor- 
tunity which had been given for 30 
years. He earnestly trusted that the 
Amendment would be pressed to a 
division, and that whenever an .oppor- 
tunity occurred for revising the terms 
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and conditions under which all the offices ; ness,” and to do that which he did not 
of the House were filled, the Amendment | want to do because it was right, he 
of the hon. Member for South Donegal | was now able to take other action as a 
would be taken as a precedent. The| company director. He asked the House 
House need not go to Mr. Disraeli or to take the case of a private Railway Bill, 
Mr. Gladstone for precedent in matters of with housing clauses and schemes for 
this sort. All that was necessary was to | contracting out of friendly societies. It 
read the daily prayers of the House,and| was asking too much of a Deputy 
to apply the spirit and letter of those | Chairman to sit in the chair and deal 
prayers to this matter. In Committees | with a Bill in which his own company 
that was done, because Members could not | |might probably be interested. Preven- 
sit on a Private Bill Commitee unless | tion was better than cure, and for that 
they took an oath that neither they nor | reason he supported the Amendment. 
their constituency had any interest in When there was such a tendency on the 
the Bills with which they were to deal, | ‘part of our newspapers and our com- 
The British Judiciary had éarned uni- | mercial men to slavishly imitate American 
versal respect because of the feeling | customs, we should not forget that in 
which prevailed that our Judges were some of the American States Parliaments 
free from the taint of financial interest a rule like this had been rendered ab- 
or company promoting. The Home| 'solutely necessary by reason of the 
Secretary in his Clubs Registration Bill | pressure that had been brought to bear 


had provided that a clerk to a bench of | 


magistrates should not be interested in| 
any licence, and if the argument was | 


good enough in that case as well as in 


enough to apply to the new Deputy 
Chairman. Commercial interests were 
becoming gradually crystallised in this 
country ; 
fewer hands ; 
ing the place of old private ownership ; 
and where before a private employer 


on men holding public positions. He 
should go into the lobby with the hon. 
Member for South Donegal, who hethought 


_deserved the thanks of the country and 
that of our Civil servants, it was good | 


of Parliament for his efforts in trying to 


Taise every officer in Parliament above 
the breath of suspicion, and to prevent 
_any abuses which might arise in this 
capital was aggregating in 
limited liability was tak- | 


direction. 


(10.8.) Question put. 





was frequently compelled by virtue of 


his personal responsibility to “tread 
the narrow path that leads to righteous- | 207. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 


Mr. John Burns. 


AYES. 


Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


| Delany, William 


Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 


| Gilhooly, James 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 


| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
| Hammond, John 

| Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
| Harwood, George 

| Hayden, John Patrick 

| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 


| Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E- 


| Holland, William Henry 

| Jordan, Jeremiah 

| Joyce, Michael 

| Kinloch, Sir John G. S. 
Kitson, Sir James 

| Labouchere, Henry 

| Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Lev y, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd George, David 

| Lough, Thomas 

| Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 120 ; Noes’ 
(Division List No. 19). 
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Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. _, O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
MacNeill, John Gordon S. | O’Conuor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
M‘Fadden, Edward | O'Donnell, J. (Mayo, S.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. | O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald | O’Dowd, John 


M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) | O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 


Mooney, John J. 


| O'Malley, ‘Villiam 


Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) | O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Moss, Samuel | 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. | 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 

Nolan, J. (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry | 
O’Brien, J. F. X. (Cork) | 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, (ol. James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. 'T. (Windsor) 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H. 
3entinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles, I. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 


O’Shee, James John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Price, Robert John 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 


Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 


Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel D. 


NOES. 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


| Dorington, Sir John Edward 


Doughty, George 


| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
| Duke, Henry Edward 


Durning- Lawrence, Sir E. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Rt. Hon. A. E. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward B. 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert B. 


' Fisher, William Hayes 


FitzGerald, Sir Robert P. 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


| Fietcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
| Flower, Ernest 


Bull, William James | Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ.) 


Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, Juhn George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir E. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Dy’shire) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E 
Cohen, Benjamin Lewis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. R. 
Colston, Chas. E. H. A. 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, H. 8. (Bolton) 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. V. (Cardigan) 
Denny, Colonel 


| Foster, P. 


S. (Warwick, 8. W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 


| Gardner, Ernest 
| Gartit, Williain 


Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgink Nairn) 


| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.} 


Gore, Hon. 8S. F. O. (Line.) 


| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
| Greene, Sirk. W.(B’ryS Ed’mds 
| Gretton, John 
| Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG. (Mid’x 
| Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
| Hare, Thomas Leigh 
| Harris, Frederick Leverton 
| Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
| Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
| Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
| Heath, J. (Staffords, N. W.) 
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Sinclair John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, J. A. (Glamorgan, G. 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philip 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. L. (Leeds, S.) 

| Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 

| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, P. (Meath, North) 
Williams. O. (Merioneth) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Osmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 





| Helder, Augustus 
| Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J. F. (S’ffeld, Brightside 
| Hornby, Sir William Henry 
| Houldsworth, Sir W. H. 
| Hoult, Joseph 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 
| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
| Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
' Johnston, William (Belfast) 
| Joicey, Sir James 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
| Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawson, John Grant 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, F. N. S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
| Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S. 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
| Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
| M‘Calmont,Cl,H. L. B. (Cambs. 
| M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E.) 
| M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, \V.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
' Manners, Lord Cecil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
| Maxwell, W_J.H.(Dumfries-sh. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
Mitchell, Wiiliam 
| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt..Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morrison, James Archibald 
| Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
| Moulton, John Fletcher 
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Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon A. G. (Bute) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hon. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut. -Col. Edwd. 
Pym, ©. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson. Herbt. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


{COMMONS} 


Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Seely, C. H. (Lincoln) 
Seely,Capt.J. KE. B(Isleof Wi’ht. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Spencer, Sir KE. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUni.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edwd. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
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Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edwar d 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse,Rt, Hn. E. R. (Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





(10.21.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) 
said that if he had been present at an 
earlier stage he should strongly have 
supported the proposal that the Deputy 
Chairman should be a salaried official 
of the House. For many years he had 
held the view that the Chairman of 
Committees was far too hard-worked a 
man, and that there ought to be an 
Assistant Chairman. He altogether ob- 
jected, however, to taking a Member 
from the rank and file of a Party, and 
from time to time putting him in the 
Chair, without any position as an 
official of the House. When any Member 
was appointed an official of the House 
he undoubtedly did, to a certain extent, 
divest his mind of Party bias, and as- 
sumed a new relation towards the House. 
He ought to be bound, and, he believed, 
generally was bound, by the principle 
of impartiality in his conduct in the 
Chair. But how could they expect a 
man taken suddenly from the rank and 
file of the Party majority and put into 
the Chair, with all the great powers 
that were proposed to be conferred upon 
him, at once, and for the time being, 
to divest himself of all Party feeling, 
to forget he was a supporter of the 
Ministry, and to aci in the spirit in 
which a man invested with such powers 
ought to act? It was an impossibility, 
and such a provision would be a gross 
injustice to the House as a whole, and 
especially to the Members of the Op- 





position. He had always held that it 
was most desirable that the Chairman 
of Committees, who was now invested 
with all the powers of the Chair, and 
had as great judicial functions as the 
Speaker himself, should occupy the same 
position as the Speaker. It was a bad 
survival that the Chairman of Com- 
mittees was at present, to some extent, 
still a Party man. It would be a 
great improvement if the Chairman 
was elected in the same way as the 
Speaker, with the same solemn for- 
malities, and retained his position no 
matter how political Parties might 
alter. Such a procedure would in- 
crease the confidence of the House in 
his rulings, and increase his authority 
in every way. Thesame ought to be the 
ease also with the Deputy Chairman. 
The feeling in favour of making the 
Chairman of Committees a permanent 
official of the House, had enormously 
increased since the advent of the rule 
conferring on him the power of granting 
the closure and of inflicting punish- 
ment. No ordinary Member of the 
House ought to have the power to punish 
his fellow Members. In that contention 
he had all the authority of past ex- 
perience behind him, because, when the 
Punishment Rule was introduced, and 
on the two or three occasions when its 
stringency had been increased, and also 
when the Closure Rules were brought in, 
it was specially ordained by the House 
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that no temporary Chairman should) 


be invested with these extraordinary 
powers. He therefore proposed to move 
the addition of the words— 

“Except the power of granting the closure 

or naming a Member of the House for disre- 
garding the ruling of the Chair ” 
The Deputy Chairman would still have 
all the powers necessary to secure the 
House against being obliged to suspend 
its -ittings in the event of the Speaker 
and the Deputy Speaker being ill at the 
same time. It might be argued that by 
the Amendment, a good deal of the use- 
fulness of the Assistant Chairman would 
be taken away. His answer to that 
objection was that if the First Lord of 
the Treasury would agree to make the 
Assistant Chairman a permanent official 
of the House, he would at once withdraw 
the Amendment. But if the right hon. 
Gentleman intended to appoint as 
Deputy Chairman an ordinary Member 
of the working majority, with no stand- 
ing as an official, who would occupy the 
Chair only on very rare occasion, he 
had no right to ask for these extra- 
ordinary powers. The question should 
be approached in a broader and more 
comprehensive manner. There should 
bean Assistant Chairman of Committees, 
with a salary, and both the Chairman 
and his Assistant should be permanent 
officials of the House. He was strongly 
in favour of the suggestion made by the 
hon. Member for South Longford. It wasa 
cruelty on the part of the House to keep 
Mr. Speaker in the Chair for seven or 
eight or more hours a day. No man’s 
health could stand it, and there was no 
reason why, regularly, every evening, 
Mr. Speaker should not call on the Chair- 
man or Deputy Chairman to take the 
Chair for an hour or an hour anda half, to 
enable him to break the horrible and dis- 
astrous monotony of sitting in the Chair. 
There was nothing to prevent Mr. 
Speaker asking this Deputy to take the 
Chair when he required an hour or two 
to rest. He wished the First Lord of 
the Treasury to give his careful atten- 
tion to this proposal, otherwise he should 
have to divide the House upon it. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, as amended— 


“In line 6, at the end, to add the words 
except the power of granting the closure or 
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naming a Member of the House for disregard. 
ing the ruling of the Chair.’ ”—(M>r. Dillon.) 


Question proposed. “‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


(10.33.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It 
appears to me that we could not very 
properly accept the Amendment of the 
hon. Gentleman. It may be desirable to. 
have a third official capable of taking 
the place of Chairman of Committees in 
the event of Mr. Speaker and the Chair- 
man being ill. If, after an investigation 
of the work thrown upon the Chairman 
of Committees under the new system, we 
find that he is an over-worked official, 
then it will be desirable that such a pro- 
posal should be adopted. We had an 
Amendment the other night with regard 
to sending these rules to a Committee, 
and I replied to that proposal by saying 
that there were several questions upon 
which we did not feel the same confidence 
in suggesting alterations, and this ques- 
tion was one of them. I do not think 
that we ought rashly and without in- 
vestigation to add to the number of paid 
officials of the Government. 


Mr. DILLON: Of the House. ¥ “ ay 


, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Let us really 
look at facts as they are. Each Party 
always nominates the Chairman of Com- 
mittees, and the proposal of the hon, 
Member is to add another to the number 
of persons in places of emolument coming 
in and going out with the Government. 
As to the suggestion that the power of 
naming a Member should be withheld 
from the third person in the hierarchy 
of those presiding over the debates of 
the House, I desire to point: out that the 
power exists already, and that the hon. 
Member’s proposal is not to refuse to 
add to the powers of that official, but 
to take away from those which he 
already possesses. Five temporary 
Chairmen have the power of naming 
a Member, and that practice has 
existed for many years without the 
smallest abuse or prejudice. I think it 
is proper to add to those powers the 
power of applying the closure. Let the 
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House in these rules deal with the situa- 
tion with 
competent to deal, and reserve the special 
investigations of the Committee for the 
more complicated aspects of the question. 
Under these circumstances I am not able 
to accept the proposal which the hon. 
Member has made. 


(10.36.) Siz WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
The subject of paying this Deputy Chair- 
man is a matter deserving very carefulcon- 
sideration. In regard to the use of the 


closure I hold a very strong opinion. When | 


theclosurewas first introduced we believed 
it was a necessary power which would not 


be very frequently used. That was the | 


expectation at the time when the closure 
was introduced, but that expectation has 
not been fulfilled. The useofthe closure 


has been multiplied every year, and, in | 


my opinion, the closure is one of the 
means and one of the principal causes 
of obstruction. 
spirit of irritation and of resistance 
which is extremely injurious to the 
progress of business. For this reason | 


do not desire to multiply the oppor- | 
tunities for applying the closure, for | 


nothing but mischief will result from 
giving these great and dangerous powers 
to those who are not accustomed to the 
use of them. Therefore, for my own 
part, if the hon. Member goes to a 
division upon the question of excluding 
the closure in the case of the Deputy 
Chairman I shall support him. I think 
it is an extremely dangerous power to 
give, and therefore I shall vote for its 
exclusion. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that this 
proposal would not only give the Deputy 
Chairman the power of naming, hon. 
Members which was already enjoyed by 
five other Chairmen, and also the power 
of using the closure, but it would also 
give him the power, at his own will, of 
suspending the debate. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must confine his remarks 
to the power of granting the closure and 
of naming. [lronical Ministerial cheers. | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


which we are thoroughly | 
'thusiasm of his hon. friends behind him. 


The closure creates a | 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he did 


not know what was arousing the en- 


He submitted that it was important to 
glance at the other powers which the 
proposal gave to this Deputy Chairman, 
but he would confine himself to the 
closure. The closure was the very mar- 
row of this rule. Why was this rule 
required? It was only required upon 
the extraordinary and rare occasion 
upon which Mr. Speaker and the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means were incapable 
of serving. He had looked carefully 
through the journals of this House, and 
he had found occasions when the 
Speaker was unable to serve, and when 
the House had to cease sitting. hat, 
however, had only been for a few days 
and was there any great evil in that? 
That state of things could be met by 
making the session so many days longer. 
Last year they sat only 118 days. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
House is now discussing the propriety of 
excepting from the powers of the Deputy 
Chairman the power of granting the 
closure or of naming an hon. Member of 
the House for disregarding the ruling of 
the Chair. Therefore the only question 
which it is competent for the hon. Mem- 


_ bers to discuss is the closure and naming. 


[Ironical Ministerial cheers and derisive 


_ laughter. | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he was 
much obliged to hon. Members, for he 
recognised amongst some of those behind 
him who laughed those who rarely 
attended the House. One contingency 


for which this rule was required was the 


contingency of applying the closure 
when the Chairman of Ways and Means 
was absent. Last session the closure 
was moved 82 times, which was a larger 
number than upon any previous occasion 
except in the year 1896. In 1900 the 
closure was moved only 26 times, and in 
1899 only 33 times. Therefore, the absence 
of the Chairman of Committees did not 
preclude His Majesty’s Government from 
using the closure very freely. He hoped 
that this power of the closure was one 
which would be most sparingly used. 


_ He agreed with the right hon. Gentleman 
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the Member for West Monmouthshire | 
when he said that the closure was to a 

eat extent the cause of obstruction. 
(Ministerial cheers.] Undoubtedly he re-_ 
cognised in those cheers hon. Members 
who did not attend this House at the 
time the closure was moved. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, ‘That the 
Question be now put ;’’ but Mr. Speaker | 
withheld his assent, and declined then | 
to put that Question. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (resuming) 


said this was a dangerous power to 


give to a Gentleman of whom at 
‘present they did not know any- 
thing. They did not even know 


whether he was to have a salary, 
and he was very jealous of placing the 
power of the closure in the hands of 
any Gentleman who might be appointed. 
Although he did not like to vote for an 
Amendment against the Government, 
still he must confess that his desire was 
that the Government would devise 
some means whereby the objections he 
had pointed out could be avoided. 


(10.47.) Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) said he wished to point out that 
the proposal was to give really more 
power to the new Deputy Chairman 
than the present Chairman had. If 
the Chairman named a Member in 
Committee he immediately reported to 
the House, the Speaker being sent for ; 
but under the new Rule, if the Speaker 
and the Chairman of Committees}were 
both indisposed, the Deputy Chairman 
would exercise the full powers of the 
Speaker. They were asked to give this 
new power to an unknown person. It 
was a power which no occupant of the 
Chair except the Speaker had ever had 
before, and he was doubtful whether 
that power ought to be given. In the 
present circumstances the Deputy Chair- 
man represented both sides of the House, 
but that would not be so under the pro- 
posed new arrangement. He would be 


appointed by the Government, and wauld 
probably be an arduous supporter of the 
That would be one of his’ 


Government. 


{10 FEBRUARY 1902} 
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principal qualifications for the post. 
The new Deputy Chairman was to be 
a Party man, and it was because of 
that that the House ought to movejwith 
the greatest caution before equipping 
him with the power that belonged to 
the Speaker. They were discussing this 
question with a limited idea of what the 
real intention of the Government was. 
It was difficult to describe the power 
that this new man was to have until 
they knew the mind of the Govern- 
ment as to what the position of this 
person was to be. If the new Deputy 
Chairman was going to take the Chair 
for a few hours in the afternoon, then 
undoubtedly under the Rule as_pro- 
posed he would be wielding more power 
than he ought to have; but perhaps 
he was only to preside on rare occasions 
when the Speaker was indisposed. They 
were groping in the dark, because the 
Government did not seem to have made 
up their mind as to what they really 
desired. They were going to have a 
Committee to settle this question. Surely 
then, the question might very easily be 
deferred until that Committee had 
reported. The odds were a thousand 
to one against the chance of both the 
Speaker and the Chairman being indis- 
posed at the same time, pending the 
presentation of the Committee’s Report. 
Why should they anticipate the decision 
the Committee would arrive at by 
adopting the proposal now before the 
House? He submitted that a case had 
not been made out for such a premature 
decision on this point, and that they 
ought to have the Report of the Com- 
mittee before deciding in favour of the 
proposal of the Government. 


*(10.52.) Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford): Whatever else may be said, 
whether its merits be good or bad, no 
one will deny that the Amendment is 
thoroughly consistent with the statement 
made on Friday night in _ the 
closing words of the First Lord 
of the ‘Treasury. What is the 
closure? The closure is the great in- 
strument for preventing obstruction in 
the House, and almost at the end of 
his speech, to my great regret, and my 
still greater surprise, my right hon. 


2 L 
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friend who leads this House made this 
statement— 

* These rules were not brought forward with 

the purpose of diminishing obstruction. I have 
never claimed for them that they would 
diminish obstruction and then he 
went on, I do not. believe that they will have 
that effect. 
That statement gave rise in my mind to 
a variety of considerations upon which 
we shall have other and more legitimate 
opportunities before the debates are 
closed of expressing our opinion, but if 
these rules are not intended to prevent 
or diminish obstruction, it may be asked 
why, in the opinion of the man who has 
no intention of this kind, must this 
proposal be opposed. When I heard 
his opening statement about these rules 
I was fully prepared to give them a 
friendly and even a cordial consideration. 
But I must frankly state both to the 
House and to my right hon. friend 
that in the face of the statement 
he has made, unless it is capable of some 
explanation I am not aware of, the 
main object in my mind of this great 
change in the rules now submitted to 
Parliament practically disappears, and it 
is difficult for me to understand why 
opposition should be offered to the 
Amendment by Gentlemen holding the 
view that these rules are not intended 
to diminish obstruction, and that it has 
never been believed they will have 
that effect. So faras I am concerned, 
I do desire to get rid of, or to diminish 
as far as possible by any new rules, that 
obstruction to the business of the House 
which vear by year has been growing 
steadily greater, and which has inflicted 
such injury on the reputation of the 
House. That is the thing I desire above 
all to see altered myself, and I believe 
the only way to accomplish it is by devi- 
sing rules which are intended to and will 
diminish obstruction. So far as I am 
concerned therefore I shall with perfect 
consistency support this Amendment. 


(10.57.) Sm H. CAMPBELL- 
BANNERMAN : I very strongly sym- 
pathise with the view taken by my 
hon. friend the Member for the Kirk- 
ealdy Burghs in that part of his obser- 
vations where he said that we had some 
reason to complain of the position in 
which we find ourselves, in respect that 


Mr. Chaplin. 


{COMMONS} 
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we do not know the view of the Govern- 
ment. I do not come to any conclusion 
on that point at this moment. We are 
but vaguely aware of what the nature of 
this appointment is to be, and of the 
whole question of what power should he 
given to the occupant of that position. 
The whole question turns upon the 
nature of his. position. Now, there 
are two or three different theories, 
First of all, there is the idea, which I 
confess at first I gathered from the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman, 
that this was tobe a Member of the 
House who was to be authorised, in the 
case of the necessary absence of the 
Chairman, to take his place, and to be 
authorised further if the Speaker also 
was absent to fill the chair and act as 


Deputy Speaker. That would be a 
contingency that would very rarely 
occur. It has I believe never happened, 


at least for many years, that the Speaker 
and Chairman have been disabled at 
the same time, but if this is a contin- 
gency which might occur—and we see 
that we have been perilously near it-— 
it is right to provide for it. Another 
theory is that he is to be a new officer 
of the House, who may interchange 
duties as he likes, or as may be arranged 
between them, either with the Speaker 
or the Chairman. That is a much more 
formidable position. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In the un- 
avoidable absence of the Chairman. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
In the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman! Then the first theory is 
the right one; it has been opposed in 
the House in one or two speeches. 
There is the third idea that he is to be 
an absolute duplicate of the Chairman 
of Ways and Means, and is to take a 
large part in the private business of the 
House which is transacted in the earlier 
part of the day. In the first case I 
think he ought to be a paid official. just 
as the Chairman of Ways and Means, 
and in that case also it would be less 
objectionable to endow him with the 
extreme powers of the Speaker or the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. I think 
there would be great objection to give 
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the full power sought to be conferred 
upon that officer of the House if he is 
not paid. The fact of being a salaried 
official of the House alters the position 


entirely. But then the hon. Gentleman | 
says that if he is to be this duplicate) 


Chairman of Ways and Means, and if 
he is to take his full share of the private 
business of the House, that is not a step 
we ought to take without full inquiry. 
We are to appoint for the eighth or 
ninth time a Committee on Private 
Business. Private Business 
particular business of the House which 
has been inquired into again and again, 
and I should have thought that at 
this time of day it was not necessary 
to have another Committee; but if 
we are to have that Committee 
its Report of course would determine the 
question whether the new assistant 
Chairman of Ways and Means was to have 


a salary, and was to have the full powers 
of which I have spoken. 


The House is | 
quite unaware of what is to be the ulti- 
mate reading of this rule. When we come 
to the point now before us, whether the | 
new official ought to have the power of 
granting the closure or of naming 
Members, it is difficult to say what answer 
we would give, because the answer would 
depend on the different solutions to which | 
I have referred. My right hon. friend the 
Member for West Monmouthshire holds | 
a strong opinion against the closure, | 
founded largely on his own experience. | 
Although I cannot go his full length, I | 
have considerable sympathy with what 
he said. My right hon. friend passed 
the most ‘intricate Budget of this 
generation without once using it, and 
there must be something amiable and 
prepossessing in the character of a 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, because 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
was able last year to perform precisely 
the same feat. No doubt that fact 
colours the view of my right hon. friend, 


{10 FepruARY 1902} 


-mere anticipation —I will 


| Question. 
intended, nor was it a creditable or use- 


is the) 
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not say a 
repetition—of the division on the main 
I think that this was never 


ful employment of this weapon. But it 
is evident that if the House is to have a 
Deputy Chairman to sit in the chair 
he must have the power of the closure, 
and, still more, have the power of naming 
Members already possessed by occasional 
Chairmen. The whole question turns 
upon the precise nature of the appoint- 
ment with which the House is dealing, 
and as to this I confess that I am entirely 
in the dark at the present moment. 


(11.8.) Mr. T. P. O’°CONNOR (Liver- 


| pool, Setland) aaa he thought that these 
‘rules should have 
|thought out than had been apparent 


been a little more 


from the statement of the First Lord of 
the Treasury. He asked whether the 
Government had considered how these 
rules would work if there was a different 
Party in power than at present. He him- 
self found the rules rather ambiguous. 
As he understood the speech of the First 
Lord, this particular rule was intended 
to meet the case where both the Speaker 
and the Chairman of Ways and Means 
were ill at the /same time. At present 
when it was reported that the Speaker and 
the Chairman cannot be in their places, 
a Member out of a panel of four or five 
was put in the place of the Chairman of 
Ways and Means. That arrangement 
had some drawbacks but alsosome virtues. 
The panel was taken from all parts of 
the House, and all sections were repre- 
sented on it. That was an arrangement 
which was quite in accordance with the 
practice of all the legislatures on the 
Continent and in America. But what 
did the First Lord of the Treasury pro- 
pose to substitute for that panel? ‘The 
new Deputy Chairman was to be chosen by 
the Government itself, and, according to 





but I agree with him as to the extra- the precedent hitherto followed, the Party 
ordinary lengths to which the closure in power would nominate and elect a Mem- 
has been carried in recent years. Last ber of theirown party, who would go out 
session the closure came almost to be a of office when his Party also went out of 
necessary precursor of every division. | office. In other words, the new Deputy 
There was first the closure, and immedi- Chairman was to be drawn from one 
ately on it the main Question, and the | Party in the House alone, and was to be 
voting on the closure does not in the | a political partisan. He put it to the 
least turn on whether the closure was House whether it was not most danger- 
tightly or wrongly applied, but was a/ ous to intrust to a political partisan the 
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power of closure and of naming and of 
suspending Members. It was quite true 
that some inconvenience had arisen from 
the Chairman, under the panel system, 
not having the power of closure, but the 
corresponding advantage of having a 
panel drawn from all sections of the 
House outweighed the inconvenience. 
Hethought that an abundant case had 
been made out against arming this casual 
Chairman, this political partisan, with 
all the powers of the Speaker and of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means ; and he 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 


{COMMONS} 


Hammond, John 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

| Hayden, John Patrick 
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warned hon. Gentlemen opposite that if 
this rule were carried, as proposed by 
the First Lord, they would find some day 
those powers would be used very much 
to their disadvantage. 


(11.12.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 122 ; Noes, 
242. (Division List, No. 20.) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. ) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 





Atherley-Jones, LL. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


| Hayter, Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
| Hobhouse,C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
| Joicey, Sir James 
| Jones,Dav. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
| Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
| Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
| Langley, Batty 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington) 
| Levy, Maurice 
| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 
| Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
McKenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edwd.J.C. (D’vonport) 
Moss, Samuel 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien, Kendal(Ti’per’ry Mid. ) 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 








NOES. 
| Anson, Sir William Reynell 
| Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
| Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’ Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Reddy, M. 
| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
| Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
Runciman, Walter 
| Russell, T. W. 
| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
| Soares, Ernest J. 
| Sullivan, Donal 
| Thomas,J A (Glam’rgan,G’wer) 
Tomkinson, James 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, Fred. W (Norf’lk, Mid.) 
| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Hu’dersf'd.) 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


| Asher, Alexander 
| Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
| Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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Bailey, James (Walworth) | Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Bain, Col. James Robert | Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r | Flower, Ernest 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds | Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ.) 
Banbury, Frederick George | Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S. W.) 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) Galloway, William Johnson 
Bartley, George C. T. | Gardner, Ernest 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H. Garfit, William 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. | Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. J. 
Bignold, Arthur | Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Bigwood, James Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin & Nairn | 
Blundell, Col. Henry Gorden, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Bond, Edward | Gordon, Maj. E.) T’r Hamlets 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith | Gore, Hon. 8. F. O. (Linc.) 
a William Robert | Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Brymer, William Ernest | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Bull, William James | Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Bull ard, Sir Harry | Greene, SirEW, (B’rySt Edm’ds 
Butcher, John George Gretton, John 
Carlile, William Walter | Grey, Sir E. (Berwick) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir E. H. Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Cautley, Henry Strother Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) | Halsey, "Thomas Frederick 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Dby’shire | Hamilton, RtHn. LordG.(Mid’x 
Cecil, Evelyn (Ashton Manor) | Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’ derry | 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) | Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. | Hare, Thomas Lei A 
Chamberlain, J. A (Wore’r) | Haslam, Sir Alfred S 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry | Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Chapman, Edward | Heath, A. H. (Hanley) 
Churchill, Winston Spencer Heath, J. (Staffords, N. W. 
Clare, Octavius Leigh Helder, Augustus 
Cochrane, Hon. T, H. A. E. | Henderson, Alexander 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Hogg, Lindsay 
Colomb, Sir John C. R | Holland, William Henry 
Colston, C. E. H. A. | Hope, J. F. (S’field, Brightside 
Compton, Lord Alwyne | Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) Houldsworth, Sir W. H. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Hoult, Joseph 
Cranborne, Viscount Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Cross, S. H. (Bolton) Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Crossley, Sir Savile Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Cubitt. Hon. Henry Jessel, Capt. Herbert M. 
Dalkeith, Earl of Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles | Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Davies, M. V. (Cardigan) | Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Denny, Colonel Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh.) | Keswick, William 
Dickinson, Robert Edmund Knowles, Less 
Dickson, Charles Scott Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Digby, J. K. D. Wingtield Lawson, John Grant 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham 
Dorington, Sir John Edward | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Doughty, ¢ rxeorge Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Leveson Gower, F. N. 8. 
Duke, Henry Edward Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir E. | Loder, Gerald W. E. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. | Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8. 
emg we Lonsdale, John Browlee 
Faber, B. (Hants, W.) | Lowe, Francis William 
Ferdal a T. George | Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. | Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) Lucas, R. J. (Portsmorth) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r , Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Fielden, Edward B. | Macdona, John Cumming 
Finch, George H. | McCalmont,Col.H.L. B. (Cambs 
Finlay, Sir Robert B. | McCalmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
Fisher, William Hayes Majendie, James A. H. 
KitzGerald, Sir Robert P. i Manners, Lord Cecil 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. | Martin, Richard Biddulph 
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| Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E.(Wigt’n 

| Maxwell. W. J. H. (Dumfriesh. 

| Mildmay, Francis bingham 

| Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir F. G. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Mitchell. William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

| More, R. J. (Shropshire) 

| Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 

Morrison, James Archibald 

| Moreton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 

| Muntz, Philip A. 

| Murray , Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 

| Newnes, Sir George 

Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

| Paulton, James Mellor 

| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel, Hn.Wm.Robt. Wellesley 

| Penn, John 

| Perey, Earl 

| Pilkington, Lieut..Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

| Pretyman, Ernest George 

| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 

| Pyme, C. Guy 

| Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, 8S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 

| Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E. J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely,Capt.J.E. B. (I. of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw- Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 

| Stock, James Henry 

| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

' Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Uni.) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edwd. Murray 

| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 

| Walker, Col. William Hall 

| Wallace, Robert 
| Warr, Augustus Frederick 

| Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
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Webb, Col. William George 

Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E. R. ) 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
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(11.25.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said 
he desired to move at the end of the 
Amendment of the First Lord of the 
Treasury an Amendment which he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman 
would accept. It was— 


‘* Provided always that all Motions specifically 

framed for the purpose of impugning the 
decisions of the Deputy Chairman in the 
conduct and discharge of the duties of his 
ottice as Deputy Chairman shall take pre- 
cedence of the Orders of the day.” 


The right hon. Gentleman would see 
that he had exercised some discretion in 
framing the Amendment. If he had 
framed the Amendment on the Rule as 

-constituted at present, he would have 
said that*all Motions impugning the 
conduct of the Deputy Chairman should 
be matters of privilege. He could not 
do that, as the right hon. Gentleman 
had taken privilege into his power and 
made them all dependent on his will 
and pleasure. He said that the right 
hon. Gentleman was the enemy of 
privilege, quite unconciously though it 
might be. He had the greatest possible 
admiration for the right hon. Gentleman, 
and therefore he would appeal to him 
without the smallest difficulty. There 
were certain matters absolutely taken 
out of the cognisance of the House. 
For instance. the rule was distinct and 
decisive that hon. Members could not 
review a d cision of the Speaker or of 
the Chairman of Committees except 
by specific Motion. The Rule was 
framed with the idea of giving the high 
officials of the House due notice, and it 
was provided that in such cases a 
specific Motion should be made and 
placed before the House. When the 
Rule was made it was never even dreamt 
of that when an hon. Member proposed 
such a Motion he would be obstructed 
by the Government. But hon. Members 
did not now get the opportunity, as 
the Government took all the time of the 
House. Therefore when a new official, 
without Mr. Speaker’s power, respon- 


sibility and great weight, a mere puppet | 


{COMMONS} 


Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) ; Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


of the Ministry, was to be appointed, 
he would ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury when the conduct of that 
official was impugned that they should 
have an opportunity of bringing it before 
the House. If that pledge were not 
given, disorder was certain to occur. 
It was more than flesh and blood could 
stand, that hon. Members should be 
asked to submit calmly to the decisions 
of a mere puppet of the Ministry. He 
wished to direct the attention of the 
House to a matter on which he con- 
fessessed he felt very strongly at the 
time. It had reference to a decision of 
a Deputy Chairman. It gave him very 
great pain, but he was convinced he 
was right and that the Deputy Chair- 
man was wrong. He did not impugn 
his motives, but he was as certain as he 
was of his own existence that the 
decision was wrong. On the 26th of 
July, 1901, he asked Mr. Speaker the 
following question :— 


“1 desire to put a question to you Mr 
Speaker as bearing upon the protection of the 
rights and privileges of Members. I am aware 
that you are unable to take cognizance of 


' what takes place in Committee of Supply, but 


will you say if there is any method of challeng- 
ing a ruling of the Deputy Chairman given 
last night, and which appears to have been 
contrary to practice and caleulated to unduly 
shield ministers from criticism. Could or 
should a ruling be challenged in any other way 
than by motion?” 

Mr. Speaker: ‘I am not aware of any other 
method.” Then I said “I beg to give notice 
of a Motion in the following terms :— 
That this House disagrees in the ruling 
of Mr Stuart Wortley as Deputy Chairman 
man on Thursday that criticism of the manner 
and method of response by the Secretary of 
State for War to questions addressed to him 
in reference to matters in his department are 
out of order in discussion in Committee ol 
Supply on a motion for the reduction on 
Secretary of States’s salary is as much as it 1s 
subversive of free discussion, contrary to 
practice and a grave infringement of the 
rights of members.” 


It was a scandal to allow a Motion of 
that kind to remain on the Paper with- 
out either ordering it to be discharged, 
or giving him an opportunity of proving 
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it. He adhered to every word he had 
said. He only wished to show the House 
and the country what might happen in 
the case of a Deputy Chairman against 
whose decision there could be no appeal, 
however perverse his ruling might be. 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
not entitled to speak of the ruling to 
which he refers as perverse. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he would 
not persist in it. He recollected very well 
reading a passage in one of Burke’s 
speeches in which he criticised thedecision 
of a Chairman in such terms as he would 
not apply for a moment to any Chairman 
for whom the had a shadow of respect. 
The rule which prevented the conduct of 
the Speaker or Chairman being impugned, 
except in a specified way, was never 
passed in order that it should be adminis- 
tered as the right hon. Gentleman now 
proposed to administer it, and having re- 
gard to the curious and anomalous powers 
to be conferred on the Deputy Chairman, 
he would press his Motion to a division. 
He would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to have some respect for the privileges of 
Parliament, and not to enable a partisan 
of his own to occupy a position of abso- 
lutely despotic power. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, as amended— 


“In line 6, at the end,;to add the words,— 
‘Provided always that all Motions specifi- 
cally framed for the purpose of impugning the 
decisions of the Deputy Chairman or his con- 
duct in the discharge of his duties as Deputy 
Chairman shall take precedence of the Orders 
of the Day.’ ”°—(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 


Question proposed “That those words 
be there added.” 


(11.38.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [am sure 
the hon. Gentleman, in spite of his persua- 
sive tongue, does not anticipate that I will 
agree with him. My right hon. friend the 
Member for the Sleaford Division accused 
me a few minutes ago of having used a 
phrase which led him to suppose that I 
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had no desire by these rules to check 
undue obstruction. I do not say I am 
altogether innocent of having used some 
such expression ; but if I assented to the 
hon. Gentleman’s Amendment I should 
simply be encouraging the House, every 
time the Deputy Chairman was in the 
Chair, to spend hours the next day in 
discussing, not the business on the Order 
Paper, but the merits or demerits of the 
rulings of this official. I cannot think that 
would be desirable. I see no reason why 
he should be treated differently from Mr. 
Speaker and the Chairman ; and when we 
give the same powers we ought also to 
give him the same immunity. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said no one 
could contend that Motions would be 
brought forward day after day, after the 
Deputy Chairman had been in the Chair. 
To his mind the Amendment was a 
rational and most obvious precaution, 
which the House ought to take for its own 
protection against the possible ignorance 
and inexperience of the Deputy Chairman. 
Were they to assume that the nomination 
of the Government conferred on an un- 
known and possibly untried Member 
of the House great experience and 
great knowledge of detail with regard 
to the proceedings of the House and 
the conduct of business? They knew 
that any Member, no matter how great 
his capacity might be, who was put 
to a set of duties in which he had no 
previous experience was liable to make 
great mistakes indeed, and if some such 
protection as that afforded by the Amend 
ment were not given, they might have a 
state of things in which one Member 
would be presiding over Members much 
more experienced than he was. He had 
often himself seen Chairmen ot Committees 
sorely puzzled as to how to decide questions 
of order. Mr. Speaker gave a close study 
to the Rules, the Standing Orders and 
the general Procedure of the House, 
and was an acknowledged authority. 
The present Chairman of Committees 
had also long experience and knew how 
to conduct the business of the House, 
Questions of a difficult and complicated 
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character frequently arose in Committee 
of Supply, and they required a man of 
great experience, much knowledge, and 
considerable tact to deal with them. He 
had known a Chairman, simply because 
he lacked that tact, to embark the House 
on ascene of turmoil and disorder. It 
was impossible for a man suddenly to 
divest himself of all Party prejudice and 
political feeling, and therefore he hoped 
that the Government, if they could not 
accept his hon. friend’s Amendment, 
would at any rate bring forward some 
form of words that would give protection 


to ordinary Members of the House. 


DALZIEL did not 


advantage 


(11.48.) Mr. 
there was any 
as a rule, from re- 


believe 
to be obtained, 
viewing decisions given in Committee. 
Every Chairman of Committees was 
liable to make mistakes, and, probably, 
in the heat of party debate, did make 
mistakes. He desired to support the 
Amendment for an entirely different 
reason. The House was bound to stand 
by the Chairman of Committees, but 
there was this difference with regard to 
the question under discussion. Powers 
were to be given to a gentleman about 
whose particular office the House were 
entirely in the dark. They were to have 
a Committee to define those powers, 
Until he knew exactly the power this 
gentleman was to have he should do all 
he could to limit the authority conferred 
upon him by the House. This gentleman 
would not be a permanent official of the 
House ; he would be a keen party man, 
at the call of the Government. Suppose 
a Radical Government came into office 
with a big majority, and they brought 
forward a far-reaching measure of reform, 
such as hon. Gentlemen on the other 
side would call a Revolutionary Measure. | 

Mr, Flynn. | 
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That Government would desire to carry 
their Bill, and they would say they had 
been returned by the country to place it 
on the Statute Book. What sort of man 
would they look out for? A stalwart, of 
course ; he would be a keen Party man. 
He assumed that no man would be 
appointed to the post whose conduct had 
not been characterised by fairness and 
impartiality, but circumstances might 
very easily arise in which it would be 
said that that gentleman had given 
lecisions contrary to the rules of the 
House, and he had shortened debate, or 
denied the full opportunity to Members of 
coming to arational decision. What sort of 
appeal would the Conservative Opposition 
have against such decisions? None at 
all. They would have to ballot for a 
Motion, and then, if they were suc- 
cessful, the Radical Government would 
probably take the day they had secured. 
The Deputy Chairman was on an alto- 
gether different plane from the Speaker 
and the Chairman of Ways and Means. 
The appointment was purely an experi- 
ment, and, until the experiment had 
been tried and a Committee had given 
the House the benefit of 
gations and knowledge, the Gentleman 
should be, as it were, on his trial. He 
hid not think the power proposed by the 
Amendment would be abused, but, in 
the event of its being accepted, he 
should move a further Amendment, 
making it necessary for such a Motion 
to be supported by a certain number of 
Members before it could be brought 


forward. 


its investi- 


11.53.) Question put. 


The House divided—Ayes 72 ; Noes. 
250. (Division List, No. 21), 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Caine, William Sproston 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex.F. | 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r.) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. Ger. W(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, ¢ xeorge C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
rong ld, William Robert 
Brigg, John 
Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edwd. H. 
Cautley, Henry Struther 
Cavendish, R, F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire) | 
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Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E.) | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 





Morton, Edwd.J.C. (D’vonport) | 


Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
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O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.)! 
O’Donneli, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas,J A.(GI’m’rg’n, Gower) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


White, George (Norfolk) 


W hite, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


| Wilson,Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


O’Brien, Kend. (Ti’per’ry, Mid. ) | 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) | 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


NOES. 


Cawley, Frederick 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J. Aust’n(Wore’r. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 


| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


| Collings, 


| Corbett, T. 


| Cranborne, 


it. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Viscount 


| Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
| Crossley, Sir Savile 
| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 
| Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


Disraeli, Coningsby Kalph 


| Dorington, Sir John Edward 


| Doughty, 


George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fy gerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B, (Hants, W. ) 


Akers- 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr Dalziel and Captain 
Donelan. 


Fardell, Sir T. 


George 


| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
| Fergusson, Rt.Hon. SirJ (Man’r. 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Kobert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Foster, Phil.S.(Warwick,S. W.) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herb. John 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hen.J. E. (Elgin Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH ml’ts 
Gore, Hon. 5. F. Ormsby-( Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walf’rdD. (Wednesbury 
Greene, Sirk. W(B’ry SEdin’nds 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick ) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt Hon LordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nde’ry 
Hardy, Laur’nce (Kent, Ashford 
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Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords. N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J.F (Shetiield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldswerth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, Jno. (Kent, F’versham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jefireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. ) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lee, Arth. H.(Hants ,Fareham) 
Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. Walt’r(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont,Cl. H.L. B. (Cambs. 
M*Calmont.Col. J. (Antrim, E.) 
Majendic, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
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Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.F. | 
Maxwell, RtHn SirH.E.(Wi’t’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriesh. ) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk. G. 
Milvain, Thomas 


| Mitchell, William 


| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muniz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


| Peel, Hon. W. R. W. 


Penn, John 

Percy, Karl 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Krnest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, ©. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major F. C. 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Roberts, John H. (Denbigh) 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Robson, William Snowden 
tolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rethschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
4unciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 


the House. 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,Rt. Hon. Col. E. J. 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 


| Seely, Capt.J.E.B.(I. of Wight 
| Seton-Karr, Henry 


Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, Kast) 
Smith, H.C.(North’mbTynesi’e 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanley, Hon. Arth. (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M’ Taggart 


| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord KE. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf’d Uni.) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Kkdwd. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 


Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
White, Luke (York E. R ) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Woodhouse, SirJ. T( Hu’ dersf'd. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Debate arising; and, it being after 


‘At the commencement of every Parlia- | Midnight, and objection being taken to 


ment or from time to time, as necessity further proceeding, the Debate stood 


may arise, the House may appoint a adjourned. 


Deputy Chairman, who shall, whenever 


the House is in‘ormed by the Clerk at | 


the Table of the unavoidable absence of | 


| 
the Chairman of Ways and Means, be | 


entitled to exercise all the powers vested | 
in the Chairman of Ways and Means, | 
including his powers as Deputy Speaker 
be added at the end of the Standiag 


Order :” 


’ 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 


Twelve o'clock. 
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973 Private Bill 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 11th February, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the clock. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

_ Report from one of the Examiners of 
$ Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 


ORDER 


the First Reading thereof, Standing 


viz :— 

Southport and Lytham Tramroad 
Bill. 
Ordered, 
second time. 


That the Bill be read a 


BRIGHTON AND ROTTINGDEAN SEA- 
SHORE ELECTRIC TRAMROAD BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


AND DOCK (ABANDONMENT) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
DISTRIBUTION BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. 


“To extend the boundaries of the 
county borough of Halifax, and to em- 


additional tramways, street widenings, 
and improvements; to confer further 
powers with respect to their sewerage, 
waterworks, and electricity undertak- 


An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Membe 


buildings, and for the health, 


time. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING (LONDON) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills do examine 
the Electric Lighting (London) Bill, 
with respect to compliance with the 
Standing Orders relative to Private 
Bills. —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

VOL. CII. [FourtH SEriEs. } 
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case of the following Bill referred on | 


Order No. 62 has been complied with, | 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY | 


power the Corporation to construct | 


ings, and in regard to streets and | 
local | 
government, and improvement of the | 
borough ; and for other purposes,’ read | 
the first time; to be read a second | 
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STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Com~ 
mittee. 


1. “ That, in the case of the West 
Ham Corporation Petition, the Standing . 
Orders ought to be dispensed with: 
That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill.” 

2. That, in the case of the Sheffield, 
Rotherham, and _ Bawtry Railway 
Petition, the Standing Orders ought 
to be dispensed with: That the parties 
| be permitted to proceed with their 
Bill.” 


| 3. 





“That, in the case of the Fleet- 
| wood Urban District Council, Petition 
‘for leave to deposit a Petition for 
Bill, the Standing Orders ought to 
be dispensed with: That the parties be 
permitted to deposit their Petition for 
a Bill.”’ 

4. That, in the case of the Fishguard 
| and Rosslare Railways and Harbours 
| Petition, the Standing Orders ought 
not to be dispensed with.” 

First Three Resolutions agreed to. 
| Report to lie upon the Table. 





LONDON SCHOOL BOARD 

| ANNUATION) BILL. 
The following notices of Instruction 

| stood on the Paper. 

| Mr. 

| to the Committee to consider the position of 

| the taxpayer and ratepayer, and to prevent 

| 


(SUPER- 


3ANBURY: That it be an Instruction 


any further increase of the heavy burden 
| already placed upon them. 

| Mr. Everyn Ceciv: That it be an In- 
| struction to the Committee that they have 
| power to consider whether a superannuation 
scheme of this nature should be introduced 
| in a Private Bill, or in a Public Bill applicable 
| to School Boards generally. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) 


rose to move. 


Mr. MELLOR (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby): I beg to call attention to the 
nature of the Instruction standing in the 
name of the hon. Member. I submit that 
it is out of order. The question whether 
a Bill should be introduced as a public 
Bill or a Private Bill is a matter for Mr. 
| Speaker and not for the House, and conse- 
quently I submit that this mandatory 
Instruction to a Committee to consider 
whether a superannuation scheme of this 
nature should be introduced in a public or 
in a private Bill is out of order. 
2M 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, I was about to | TELEGRAPH MONEY ORDERS 
tell the hon. Member for Aston Manor| (UNITED KINGDOM AND EGYPT). 
that the Instruction was clearly out of | Copy presented, of additional articles 
order. The — pees fact, entertained | t> the Money Order Agreement, dated 
_ te ce tegen a te time. the 6th-15th December, 1873, between 
it e Committee must now deal with It On | the General Post Office of the United 
vacua | Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): Will and the General Post Office of Egypt 
- . 4 > . . = ’ 5 4 > r iP . 
the Instruction in the name of the hon. [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
» Jaelkch: ve ‘ 
ey i oer go over to another | POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS. 
8 apsence ° | x 
? Return presented, relative thereto 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, he can put it [ordered 7th February; Mr. Austen 
down for another day. Chamberlain]; to lie upon the Table, 
| and to be printed [No. 57.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
| dated 5th February, 1902, declaring that 
COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. | Edward Wells, Labourer, Royal Labora- 
Petitions in favour, from Barnsley ; tory, War Department, was appointed 
Lepton; Tinsley Park; Ashton under without a Civil Service Certificate 
Lyne; and Kingswinford; to lie upon through inadvertence on the part of the 
the Table. Head of his Department [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


} 
| 
peeeees | 
| 
| 
| 


PETITIONS. 


GROCERS LICENSES (SCOTLAND). 
Petition of the United Free Church of ARMY (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT). 


Scotland Temperance Committee, for Copy presented, of the Appropriation 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table. Account for 1900-1901, with the Report 


of the Comptroller and Auditor General 

thereon, and upon the Store Accounts 
of the Army [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No 58.} 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Scottish 

Temperance Legislation Board ; Dalmar- 


nock ; and Montrose; to lie upon the 
NAVY (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT), 


Table. 
Copy presented, of the Appropria 
LICENSING BILL. tion Account of the Navy for 1900-1901, 
Petitions in favour; from Denbigh; with the Report of the Comptroller and 
and Manchester ; to lie upon the Table. | Auditor General thereon. and upon the 
Store Accounts of the Navy [by Act]; 
MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Petitions in favour, from Lepton; [No. 59]. 
Barnsley ; Tinsley Park ; and Kingswin- 
ford ; to lie upon the Table. RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACTS, 

1854-1894. 
MIDWIVES BILL. Copy presented, of Thirteenth 
Annual Report of the Railway and 
Canal Commission, with Appendix [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Petition in favour, from Newport 
(Monmouthhire ; to lie upon the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT, 1901 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. (VENTILATION OF HUMID TEXTILE 
FACTORIES OTHER iTHAN COTTON 

eas | CLOTH FACTORIES). 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIFE SAVING | Copy presented, of Order, dated 4th 


APPLIANCES). | February, 1902, made by the Secretary 
Paper [presented#10th February] to be | of State for the Home Department ,in 
printed [No. 56.] | pursuance of Section 7 of the Factory 
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Returns, 


and Workshop Act, 1901, prescribing a 
standard of Ventilation for certain 
Humid Textile Factories other than 
Cotton Cloth Factories [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 


Copy presented, of Further Corres- 
pondence relative to the treatment of 
Natives by the Boers [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATES, 1901-1902). 


voted for the Service of the year ending 
3lst March 1902 [by Command]; 
Referred to the Commnittee of Supply, 
and to be printed [| No. 60]. 


JAPAN (No. 1, 1902). 

Copy presented of Despatch to His 
Majesty’s Minister at Tokio forwarding 
Agreement between Great Britain and 
Japan, of 30th January, 1902 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) 

(CHAIRMEN’S PANEL). 

Mr. HALsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had 
selected the following Six Members to 
be the Chairmen’s Panel and to serve as 
Chairmen of the two Standing Com- 
mittees to be appointed under Standing 
Order No. 47:—Mr. John Ellis, Sir 
James Fergusson, Lord Edmond Fitz- 
maurice, Mr. Laurence Hardy, Mr. Stuart- 
Wortley, and Sir Thomas Esmonde. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 
SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES), 

Mr. HALsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; That they had nom- 
inated the following Members to serve on 
the Standing Committee for the con- 
sideration of all Bills relating to Trade 
(including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures, which may, 
by Order of the House, be committed to 
such Standing Committee :—Mr. Attorney 
General, Mr. Baird, Mr. Baldwin, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Mr. Beckett, Mr. Boland, 
Mr. Griffith-Boscawen, Mr. Broadhurst, 
Mr. John Burns, Mr. Burt, Sir Charles 
Cayzer, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
Mr. Channing, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Jesse 
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Mr. Dillon, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, 
Mr. Doughty, Mr. J. P. Farrell, Mr. 
Fenwick, Sir Robert Penrose-FitzGerald, 
Sir Fortescue Flannery, Sir Henry Fowler, 
Mr. Galloway, Mr. Garfit, Sir Alfred 
Hickman, Sir William Hornby, Sir 
William Houldsworth, Mr. Jeffreys, Sir 
James Joicey, Mr. Lambert, Sir Elliott 
Lees, Mr. Lloyd-George, Colonel Long, 
Mr. Walter Long, Dr. MacDonnell, Mr. 
Macartney, Mr. William M’Killop, Mr. 
Mather, Mr. W. J. Maxwell, Mr. T. P. 


Reports, de. 


/O’'Connor, Mr. Parkes, Mr. Pike Pease, 
|Colonel Pilkington, Sir James Rankin, 

Copy presented, of a Revised Estimate | 
of the Further Sums required to be | 


Mr. Renshaw, Mr. Herbert Roberts, Sir 
Albert Rollit, Mr. Round, Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Mr. Stuart Samuel, Mr. Seton- 
Karr, Mr. Thomas Shaw, Sir Barrington 
Simeon, Sir Edward Strachey, Mr. Taylor, 
Mr. Tennant, Mr. Tomlinson, Mr. Whit- 
ley Thomson, Mr. Tully, Mr. George 


| Whiteley, Colonel Williams, Sir Frederick 


Wills, Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Mr. 
Wolff, and Mr. Samuel Young. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
Committee of Selection, That they had 
nominated the following Members to 
serve on the Standing Committee for 
the consideration of all Bills relating to 
Law, and Courts of Justice, and Logal 
Procedure which may, by order of the 
House, be committed to such Standing 
Committee :—The Lord Advocate, Mr. 
Asquith, Mr. Atherley - Jones, Mr. 
Atkinson, Mr. Barlow, Mr. Bartley, 
Mr. Butcher, Mr. Carew, Lord Hugh 
Cecil, Mr. Claney, Mr. Coghill, Mr. 
Colston, Mr. Cripps, Sir Savile Crossley, 
Mr. Bromley - Davenport, Sir Charles 
Dilke, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Tatton Egerton, 
Mr. Arthur Elliot, Mr. Samuel Evans, 
Mr. George Faber, Sir George Fardell, 
Mr. Flynn, Mr. Vieary Gibbs, Sir 
Frederick Godson, Mr. Goulding, Mr. 
Graham, Mr. H. D. Greene, Mr. Haldane, 
Mr. Harwood, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. 
James Heath, Mr. Helder, Mr. Hemphill, 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Mr. Jacoby, 
Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Jordan, Mr. 
Lees Knowles, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, Sir 
Joseph Leese, Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. 
Loder, Mr. A. K. Loyd, Mr. Lyttleton, 
Dr. Macnamara, Mr. MacNeill, Sir 
Henry Meysey-Thompson, Mr. William 
Moore, Mr. Arthur Morton, Mr. 
Newdigate, Captain Norton, Sir Francis 


Collings, Sir John Colomb, Mr. Crombie, | Powell, Lieutenant-Colonel Pryce-Jones, 


2M 2 





979 
Sir 
Mr. 


Questions. 


Bryn Roberts, Mr. Parker Smith, 


Mr. Soames, Mr. Solicitor General, 
Sir Earnest Spencer, Mr. Stevenson, 
Sir Benjamin Stone, Mr. Ure, Sir 


Howard Vincent, Mr. Robert Wallace, | 


Mr. Warr, and Sir James Woodhouse. 
Reports to lie upon the Table. 


PROCEDURE—BALLOT IOR 
NOTICES, ETC. 

* Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, 
Brightside), while a number of Members 
were at the Table signing their names 
for the ballot for notices of Motion) 
asked Mr. Speaker if it was in accord- 


ance with the practice of the House | 


for one Member to write down 
the names of a number of other hon. 
Members as well as his own 2 


*Mr. SPEAKER: My attention has 


been called to the practice which has 
grown up of hon. Members putting 
down other hon. Members’ names as 
well as their own. I think it is an 
abuse of the rules of the House; I 
should not, however, refuse to accept 
a name so signed except with the 
assent of the House. May I take 


this opportunity of pointing out that | 
growing up| 


the practice which is 
of Members standing at the Table 
awaiting their turn to sign their names 


while business is proceeding is very | 


irregular. They ought not to remain 
standing, and if some arrangement 
cannot be made to avoid this, it may 


be necessary to find some other place 


for signing. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans): What opportunity can 
we avail ourselves of to inform you, Sir, 


of the opinion of the House in this | 
Many of us would like to) 


matter ! 
see this custom stopped, and we should 
be glad of a chance of bringing it 
before you so that you may have 
official cognisance of it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have very little 
doubt as to what is the general sense 
of the House. I will consider how it 


ean be brought forward. 
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Robert Reid, Mr. Secretary Ritchie, | 
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Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford N.): 
I think it is fair to the Irish Members 
| who ballot on these occasions that the 
‘hon. Gentleman who has made his 
accusation should justify it to you, 
Mr. Speaker. I may say that no hon, 
| Members sitting in this part of the 
House have signed the Paper in the 
names of absent hon. Members. 


Questions. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: I did not under. 
stand that any imputation was made 
| against any members of the Irish Party. 
In fact I had in my mind occasions 
when this had been done by gentlemen 
who are not members of the Irish 
Party. 


*Mr. JAMES HOPE: The gentle- 
man in consequence of whose action I 
rose to order is not a member of the 
Irish Party. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: [ appeal to you 
Sir, whether such an accusation as 
this should not be made when the 
House is fuller, and the leaders of the 
different parties present. r 

* Mr. SPEAKER: There is no Question 
before the House. A point of order 


was raised, and I felt it my duty to 
answer it. 


AN Hon. Member: Will you ask the 
hon. Member to justify the assertion he 
has made by mentioning names ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No imputation 
| was made on anybody. A question was 
put as to a certain practice which had 
grown up, and I have answered it. 


[The matter then dropped. | 





(3.35.) QUESTIONS. 





South Africa—Gold Industry Taxation. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester 
shire. Stroud): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, whether the 
Transvaal Law, No. 22, 1899, whereby a 
tax of 30 per cent. in some cases and 50 
|per cent. in others placed on the 
| gross yield of gold from the mines in the 
‘South African Republic, has been 
'repealed; and, if not, whether its 
| provisions are being at the present time 
| enforced. 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tHE! Mr. BRODRICK: I am awaiting a 


COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): I understand that this 
law has now been repealed. As far as I 
know it was never put in force by the 


Government of thelate South African | 
Republic. The question of the taxation | 


to be levied in future on the gold 
industry is being considered by Lord 
Milner and His Majesty’; Government. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman give me the date 
of the repeal ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am 
unable to do that. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman make inquiries ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Certainly, 
if the hon. Member desires to have that 
special information. | have had to tele- 
graph to Lord Milner for the informa- 
tion I have given, but I do not think 
his reply, which I have not with me 
here, contains the date. 


Mrs. De Wet. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state in which of 
the Natal concentration camps the wife 
of General De Wet is confined ; on what 
ground she is treated as a prisoner ; 
under what circumstances she was 
originally placed in a concentration 
camp; and whether she has _ been 
informed that she is at liberty to join 
her husband or any of the Boer forces 
in the field. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Mrs. De Wet is at Maritzburg. I 
have already telegraphed for further 
information on the other points, but I 
may mention that Lord Kitchener has 
informed me that the Governor of Natal 
visited her twice to see that she was 
comfortable and she had no complaints 
to make. 


Mr. ©. P. SCOTT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer the last part of the 
Question, whether she has heen informed 
that sheis at liberty to join her husband 
or any of the Boer forces in the field ? 















































| telegram from Lord Kitchener. I do 
not know under what circumstances 
Mrs. De Wet has recently been taken 
into the concentration camp. I have 
given all the information I have to the 
House. 


| Mr. C. P. SCOTT: Perhaps the right 
'hon. Gentleman will state whether Mrs. 
De Wet is at liberty to go to Cape 
Colony or to join her husband ? 


Mr. RRODRICK: If Mrs. De Wet’s 
position is such that there would be no 
military disadvantage in regard to 
information in her leaving her present 
situation and going to Cape Colony, no 
objection would be made. 


Mr. WiNSTON CHURCHILL (Old 
ham): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
take care that no expense is put on 
the public funds through trivolous tele- 
graphing ? 


No answer was sven. 
0° 


Boer Prisoners of War—Nationality 
Return. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, whether he can state approximately 
or lay upon the Table an approximate 
Return showing the nationality of the 
prisoners recently taken in South Africa, 
that is to say, about what proportion 
of them belong to the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colony, about what pro- 
portion belong to the Cape Colony and 
Natal, and about what proportion are 
Europeans, or from other parts of the 
world, who have gone to South Africa 
since the war began, distinguishing, if 
possible, the countries from which they 
have come. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. No in- 
formation of the nature referred to 
is at present available. 


Mr. BARTLEY : Can it not be obtained 


from the prisoners ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I believe some 
statements have been made by the 
prisoners. 

\ 
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Commission on Enteric Fever and {I cannot therefore state when. the 
sentery. general Return will be ready. The death 


Sik JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and | 
St. Andrew’s Universities): I beg toask | 
the Secretary of State for War, whether, | 
in view of the continued prevalence of | 
enteric fever in the Army in South | 
Africa, he will lay upon the Table at 
an early date the Report of the Com- | 
mission on Enteric Fever and Dysentery 
appointed to proceed to South Africa 
in August, 1900. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Report is not 
yet complete. I am not therefore at 
present in a position to reply to the 
(Juestion. 


Dr. Reinecke. 


Mr, CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 


E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War, whether he will state what the 
offence was of which Dr. Reinecke, a 
British subject residing .at Ceres, in the 
Cape Colony, was suspected when he 
was arrested by the Military on the 27th 
August, 1901; whether he has since 
then been tried for such alleged offence ; 
and, if so, by what tribunal, at what 
date, and with what result ; and where 
is he now detained. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Dr. Reinecke, who 
served with Boer ambulance outside 
Ladysmith, was arrested on suspicion 
of communicating with the enemy, who 
were then threatening Ceres, where 
he was residing. He was subsequently 
released on bail, and is now being | 
granted permission to proceed to Europe, 
his bail bonds being cancelled. 


Military Courts Martial. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether he | 
can state how soon he will be able to. 
give the Return of Extracts of Pro- | 
ceedings of Military Courts held under | 
Martial Law, which is to be laid upon | 
the Table of the House; and whether 
this Return will include all cases during 
the period which it covers in which | 
death sentences have been passed, and | 
the names and rank of the officers 
who formed the Courts. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am still awaiting 
certain Returns from South Africa, - 








sentences will be included. The names 


of the members of the Courts in these. 


eases will also be published. 


War Office—Cost of Intelligence and 
Remount Departments. 


Sm JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary 


of State for War, whether he can state: 


what was the estimated amount for 


which provision was made in the Army 


Estimates for 1899-1900 to cover the 
cost for that year of the personnel of 
the Intelligence Branch of the War 
Office and the Remount Department 


of the War Office respectively. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The sums estimated 
amounted to — Intelligence Branch, 
£16,679 ; Remount Department, £,6983. 


Army Horses—Requisitions. 

Sir BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether 
he can say how much money was paid 
during the years 1899, 1900, and 1901 
for the call on horses in case of war; 
how many horses were requisitioned 
and bought; and whether the horses 
were claimed through the Remount 
Department; and will he state whether 
some firms who have received money 
for some years have had no requisition. 
made upon them. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The sums paid as 
retaining fees for the financial years 
1899, 1900, and 1901 to date, amount to 
£15,707. The number of registered horses 
which were requisitioned and bought 


during this period was 6,350. The 
horses were claimed through the 
Remount Department. Some firms 


who have received retaining fees had 
no requisition made on them because 
their horses were not of the stamp 
required for the special conditions of 
service in South Africa. 


Sir BLUNDELL MAPLE: Are 
these horses examined yearly to see 


whether it is worth the while of. the. 
country to pay the requisition fee (’ 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir; they are. 
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Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, | Colonel St. Quintin that he had made a 


E.): In what country would these horses | personal contract with Mr. Van Laun to 
be available if they are not available in transport the horses from Fiume or 
South Africa ? Trieste to Cape Town for £16 per head ; 
whether, when the Yeomanry Committee 
*Mr. SPEAKER: That is another declined to sign a definite contract with 
Question, and the hon. Member must Mr. Vickers, a contract was signed by it 
give notice of it. | with Mr.. Van Laun to transport 1,500 
'Hungarian horses from Fiume to Cape 
Town at £18 10s. per head, and 2,500 
| at £20 per head; and, if so, can he ex- 
plain why this higher price was paid. 


Staff of Remount Department. 
Str JOHN COLOMB: T beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, whether 


he can state the number of officers and) pup FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
clerks, respectively, employed in the Re-| ni, WAR OFFICE (Lord Seassae 
mount Department of the War Officeon Lancashire, Westhoughton): A dis- 
each of the following dates, viz. :—lst cussion took place with Me Wickets 
April, Ist July, and 1st October, 1899, | 5, reference to a proposal to de- 
Ist January, 1900, and 1st January of liver 2,000 Hungarian horses at 
this year. Cape Town at £35 each. This was 
subsequently raised to £49 15s., it 
being found impossible to provide the 
horses at the lower price, but no contract 
Ist April, 1899 ......... 4 Officers 5 Clerks | was entered into with Mr. Vickers at 


Mr. BRODRICK: The numbers are 


as follows :— 


st July, 1899 ......... 2 ‘ o- 4s gan Cee ae 

= a a _ = 3 ” | one sum or the other. Nothing is known 
s ’ . Oe ctasee ow ” ” . . ° ‘ 

Ist January, 1900 ... 3 ,, 7 ,, | of his alleged communication to Colonel 
Ist January, 1902...... 5 ‘5 S * St. Quintin. A contract was sub- 


mn ; | sequently entered into with Messrs. Van 
Remounts—Military Court of Inquiry. | Laun & Co. for the supply of transport 
CoLonEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg to) for all the horses purchased for the 
ask the Secretary of State for War Imperial Yeomanry in Hungary, in full 
whether the Military Court of Inquiry, | cargoes on first-class British steamers 
to be assembled at the request of General | from Fiume or Trieste, at £26 3s. 4d. per 
Truman on the management of the| head for the first 1,500, and £28 per 
Remount Department, will be a court | head for all over that number, inclusive 
merely to collect evidence, or whether it | of the supply of fodder, water, fittings, 
will have power to give an opinion on | attendance, and insurance to Cape Town, 
officers or soldiers connected with that and also victualling and transport of 
Department ; if the latter, whether it | attendants from Szabadka to the ship. 
will be a Statutory Court empowered to | 
take evidence on oath. | Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
| May I ask whether it is not a fact that 
Mr. BRODRICK: This Court of all the Yeomanry Committee have been 
Inquiry will be a Statutory Court; it | decorated for their valuable services in 
will take evidence on oath, and will give | this matter ? 
an opinion on General Truman’s manage- | 
ment of the Remount Department. | [No answer was returned. ] 


Contracts for Hungarian Horses. Major Armstrong's Purchases. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton):; Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to) the Financial Secretary to the War 
the War Office, whether a preliminary | Office, whether his attention has been 
contract was entered into by the} called to a statement made by a witness 
Imperial Yeomanry Committee with Mr. | before the Parliamentary Committee on 
Vickers to deliver 2,000 Hungarian the Remounts, that at the time when 
horses at Cape Town for £49 15s., which the Leveson horses were being bought a 
was subsequently reduced to 1,000) South African Company was also buying 
horses; whether Mr. Vickers informed horses at the same place, and that Major 
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Armstrong was concerned in these latter | Mother Country may have a right to 
purchases ; whether he has any know- | claim such horses in time of war on 
ledge whether this South African Com- | payment of a reasonable price. 
pany was connected with purchases of | 
horses either on behalf of His Majesty’s} Lorp STANLEY: The whole question 
Government or of any British authorities | of remounts is under consideration. 
in South fAfrica; and whether Major | 
Armstrong is in the public service. | War Office Departmental Regulations. 
Si JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
Lorp STANLEY: I have no informa-/ the Secretary of State of War, whether 
tion whatever concerning the South {he will lay upon the Table, tor circula- 
African Company and the officer re-| tion among the Members of the House, 
ferred to. _a Copy of the regulations in force on the 
| 30th September, 1899, defining the 


Questions, Questions. 988 


Messrs. Houlder’s Contract. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office, whether he can state how many 
horses have been sent under contract 
with the War Office from Argentina to 
South Africa, and what was the contract 
price paid to Messrs. Houlder per head 
for their transport across the sea. 


Lorp STANLEY : 


horses was 25,872. Theaverage contract 


price per head paid to Houlder Brothers | 


for sea transport was £14 5s. 3d. 


Horses from the Don Country. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, whether, 
seeing that the War Office has entered 
into a contract with Mr. Victor Wolff 
to provide horses from the Don Country 
for South Africa, he can say what is 
the price to be paid per horse; and 


| duties assigned to each of the following, 
|viz.: the Intelligence Branch of the 
| War Office, the Remount Department of 
|the War Office, and to our Military 
| Attachés at Foreign Courts. 


| Mr. BRODRICK: As regards the 
| Intelligence Branch and the Remount 

Department, my hon. and gallant friend 
| will find the information he requires in 


The number of|two Parliamentary Papers presented in 


| 1899, viz.: Orders in Council defining 
the duties of the Principal Officers 
charged with the Administration of the 
Army, printed 17th March, 1899, and 
Memorandum showing the duties of the 
Principal Officers and Departments of 
the War Office, and- details of Office 
Procedure under Order in Council of 
| 7th March, 1899, numbered ¢.9230. As 
| regards the Military Attachés, they take 
| instructions from the Foreign 





| their 


| Office, 


whether, since concluding this contract, | 
the contractor has been informed that | 
the number of horses’ contracted for | 
must be largely reduced. And, whether | 


South African Meat Contract. 
Mr. LASOUCHERE: I beg to ask the 





he can state by whom Mr. Victor 
Wolff was introduced to the War 
Office as a contractor for horses. 


Lorp STANLEY: No contract has 


Financial Secretary to the War Office, 
| whether the Mr. Weil, who tendered for 
the South African meat contract, is the 
same gentleman who is one of the part- 
|ners or the guarantors in the contract 
| which was entered into with Mr Bergl. 





been made with Mr. Victor Wolff for | 


such supply. 


Horse Breeding in the Colonies. 
Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether. having regard to 


the necessities of Imperial Defence, he will | 


communicate with the various horse 


Lorp STANLEY: Mr. Weil was not 
|one of the guarantors, but he is a share- 
| holder in, and is to be a director of, the 
/company to which the contract has now 

been assigned. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Is he the gentle- 


| man who submitted the first contract. 


breeding colonies, requesting them to | 


subsidise owners of horses suitable for 
warlike purposes in order that the 


and I 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir, 
| think it shows how right we were. 
' 
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989 Questions. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, | 
| answer I have given theyjare. 


§.): How long has he been naturalised 4 


South African Contracts. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, if he can now state 
approximately the amount paid or pay- 
able under contracts made with persons 
or firms in South Africa in connection 
with the war up to the latest date for 
which such information is procurable. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. 
mation has as yet arrived from South 
Africa on this subject. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The | 


inquiry was made last June. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, but the Return 
asked for involves information being col- 
lected from a very large number of differ- 
ent sources, and in view of the enormous 
pressure on officers in South Africa, it has 
been difficult to get it. It will be issued 
as soon as we get it. 


Post Office Volunteers at thejFront. 

Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
whether he is aware that a number 
of sorting clerks and_ telegraphists of 
the Post Office in response to an in- 
vitation issued went to South Africa and 
were attached to the Army Post Office 
Corps, and were paid at the ordinary 
rate of private soldiers though under- 


standing when in England that they | 


would be placed upon an_ equality 
with the Telegraphists serving with 
the Royal Engineers; and, seeing that 
the Army Authorities in South Africa 
recommended that these men should 
receive the same pay as their colleagues 


{11 FEpruARY 1902} 


No infor- 


990 
Lorp STANLEY: According to the 


Questions. 


| 


| Military Prisoners. 

| Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
'to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
| whether his attention has been directed 
|to the verminous condition of Military 
| prisoners, as set out on pages 56, 59, 60, 
| 63, 65, 72, and 74 of the Report of the 
| Director of Military Prisons ; and whether 
| he will have inquiry made thereon. 


| Lorp STANLEY: Instructions were 
| given to General Officers to take measures 
| to prevent the recurrence of the matters 
| alluded to. 
Smallpox Hospital at Aldershot. 
| *CoLone TUFNELL (Essex, $.E.): I 
| beg to ask the Secretary ci State for War, 
| whether he will state by whose authority 
‘huts have been erected on Thorn Hill, 
| Aldershot, specially for the reception of 
smallpox cases, the site being within a 
stone's throw of the abattoir established 
for the killing of animals for the troops 
/at that station. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This service was 
carried out by the General Officer, 
commanding Ist Army Corps, on his 
own initiative. The site is close to the 
existing isolation hospital. It is 200 
yards from the present supply depot and 
400 yards from the new abattoir, which 
is nearly finished. 


Mayor RASCH: Is this the same 
genius as he who ordered sewage milk to 
be served out to the troops at Aldershot ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No sewage, milk 


has ever been served out to the troops. 


in the Engineers, whether the concession 


can now be made. 


Lorp STANLEY : 


These men are 


Infantry men and not Engineers, 
and are therefore not entitled to 
Engineer pay. Moreover in view of 


the fact that they are drawing their | 


Str WALTER FOSTER: (Derbyshire, 
| Ilkeston): Is the right hon. Gentleman 
| aware that the distance to avoid danger 

is more than 400 yards, and will he cause 
the huts to be placedina position which 
will not entail danger tothe men working 
at the depot or the abattoir ! 


full civil salaries in addition to their | 


pay as soldiers their remuneration 
would appear adequate. 


Mr. THORNTON : Do I understand 
that these representations areunfounded ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no doubt 
medical authorities were consulted in 
regard to thedistance. Medical authori- 
‘ties do sometimes disagree on these 
| Points. 

t 





991 Questions, 
Chatham Dockyard—Discharge of 
Workmen, 
*Str CHARLES DILKE (Glouces- 


tershire, Forest of Dean): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
whether he will state the reason of the 
recent discharge of labourers, fitters 
joiners, and other men at Chatham 
Dockyard. 


THe SECRETARY 10 THE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. ARNoLp-Forster, Bel. 
fast, W.): The total number of discharges 
from Chatham Dockyard is 100, and 
includes 20 joiners who were temporarily 
entered to replace men sent to Ports. 
mouth for the completion of the Royal 
Yacht, 66 workmen temporarily entered 
to complete work on the “ Irresistible ” 
which has now been commissioned, and 
25 labourers. I may add that it is 
clearly impossible in a great establish- 
ment employing over 8,000 men to 
avoid occasional discharges, as otherwise 
all temporary entries would involve 
permanent additions to the total numbers 
employed. 


Coronation Naval Review. 

Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, whether in recognition of 
the services of our mercantile marine, 
and especially in connection with the 
transport of the army with all its 
requisites to the seat of war in South 
Africa without any loss of life, and 
considering that the transports have 
been manned to a great extent by officers 
and men of the Royal Naval Reserve, 
His Majesty’s Government will have 
armed and equipped one or more of the 
toyal Naval Reserve merchant steamers 
on the subventioned list, to be manned 
by ofticers and men of the Royal Naval 
Reserve, to represent the British mer- 
cantile marine at the forthcoming Naval 
Review at Spithead, in celebration of the 
Coronation of His Majesty the King. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Thearrange- | 
ments with respect to the ships which 
are to take part in the Naval Review 
on the oceasion of His Majesty’s Corona- | 
tion are still under consideration, and I 
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Spanish American War-— Diplomatic 
Action Preceding the War. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, S$): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, whether 
Great Britain, through her Ambassadors, 
ever proposed a Joint Note in which the 
Powers should declare that Europe did 
not regard the armed intervention of 
the United States in Cuba as justifiable, 
and whether, in consequence of the 
refusal of Germany this step was 
abandoned ; and whether he can make 
any further statement upon the subject. 


Questions. 





THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): No. Great Britain 
never proposed through Her Majesty's 
Ambassadors or otherwise any declara- 
tion adverse to the United States in 
regard to their intervention in Cuba. 
On, the contrary Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment declined to assent to any such 
proposal. 


Seamen and the ai: sana Compensation 
ct. 


Sm FRANCIS EVANS (Maidstone) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, whether, having regard to: 
the experience gained in the working of 
The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, 
the Government will now consider the 
extension of the benefits conferred under 
the Act to the seamen and firemen of 
the mercantile marine. 


*THESECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rircuis, 
Croydon): The Government are of 
opinion, as indicated in this House and 
elsewhere, that the time has not yet 
come for any definite proposals amending 
and extending the Workmen's Com- 
pensation Act. When it does, the case 
of seamen and firemen in the Mercantile 
Marine will certainly be considered, 
though there are special circumstances 


| which place them on a different footing 


from other trades at present outside the 
Act. 


Government Licensing Bill. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 


shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 


regret therefore, [ am not in a position of State for the Home Department, 
to reply to the hon. Members Question. 





| whether he will state why the delay has 


i 
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993 Questions. 


occurred in distributing to Members the 
Licensing Bill which was introduced on 
the 31st ultimo, and can he say when 
the Bill will be in the hands of the 
Members. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The Bill has been 
sent to the printers, and I hope that it 
will be issued within a very few days. 
I cannot say when the Second Reading 
will be taken. 


Counterfoils for Postal Orders. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he will now 
arrange that the public shall be supplied 
with postal orders bearing counterfoils, 
on the plan adopted in certain foreign 
countries and in Colonies of the British 
Empire, each counterfoil being marked 


with the number of the attached order | 


as well as the amount and office stamp, 
so as to facilitate the detection in the 
case of theft, and relieve the transmitters 
of small sums from the task of noting 
these particulars; and. whether, if 
objection 's taken to this reform on the 
ground of expense, he will give an 
opportunity to tenderers to supply postal 
orders equally as good as the present 
ones at a reduction in cost. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Postmaster 
General has not yet arrived at any final 
conclusion on this subject. But he is 
disposed to doubt whether, in existing 
circumstances, any appreciable advan- 
tage would be gained from the addition 
of counterfoils to postal orders. He will, 
however, cont nue to give attention to 
the matter. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Is the 
hon. Gentleman aware that his pre- 
decessors have been considering this 
matter for ten years ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am not aware of that, but I do know 
that it has been under the consideration 
of my noble friend for some time. 


South Uist Mail Service. 
Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness): | 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the | 
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| Treasury, as representing the Post- 
| master General, whether he has yet con- 
| sxbered the expediency of sending the 
| mails for South Uist, Barra, and islands 
| west of Skye, via Mallaig instead of via 
| Oban as at present ; and, seeing that the 
distance from Mallaig to South Uist is 
56 miles, and from Oban 105 miles, 
will he arrange to invite tenders for a 
steamer service from Mallaig. 


| 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
/ Postmaster General has considered the 
expediency of sending mails for South 
Uist, Barra, and islands west of Skye, 
via Mallaig, instead of via Oban as at 
present ; but for the reasons stated in the 
letter addressed from the Post Office to 
the hon. Member on the 16th August 
last, the Postmaster General does not see 
his way to take any steps for arranging 
a service to the islands in question by 
way of Mallaig. 


Questions. 


“The Parliamentary Debates.” 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.)* 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he can state whether there 
are any provisions in the contract for the 
printing of the House of Commons 
Debates to prevent its being sent to firms 
who employ hands at rates of wages not 
recognised by the trade; whether 
Messrs. Wyman and Sons house at 
Reading is known in the printing trade 
as a fair house; and whether, betore re- 
newing the contract, inquiries will be 
made as to whether the existing con- 
tract is being carried out in accordance 
with the Fair Wages Resolution of the 
House of Commons. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


| Messrs. Wymans are bound to conform 


to the Fair Wages Resolution of the 
House of Commons, and | have no reason 
to suppose that they are not doing so. 
If any specific allegation of a breach of 
the terms of their contract is laid before 
me, I will at once investigate it. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 


Green): May I ask the hon. Gentleman 
what he considers a fair wage for women 


; ae mer 
|in accordance with Fair Wages Resolu- 
| tion. 


Is there any standard ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


That is obviously a question to which no 
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general answer can be given. It depends { lengthened inquiry if I ask has Sir George 
on the circumstances of each trade and | Kekewich personally taken part in these 
locality. | proceedings ? 


Mr. NANNETTI: How then can this | Sir J. GORST: I must ask for notice 
‘contract be carried out in accordance | of that. 
with the Fair Wages Resolution— | 
+ IPRALRER. | The President of the Divorce Division. 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order. | pp. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
| N.): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General, 
whether he is aware that the President 
of the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division of the High Court of Justice 
adjourned his Court on Thursday, 30th 
| January during the hearing of a case, 
the reason given being that the President 
*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. | Was occupied with duties elsewhere dur- 
GraHaM Murray, Buteshire): Progress ing the week; will he state what were 
in the matter referred to by the hon. the nature of the duties which prevented 
Member rested with the promoters of the President continuing the hearing of 
the Armadale Pier scheme. They did the case; and whether, in the interest 
not make an application within the pre- Of suitors, he will advise His Majesty's 
scribed time to the Board of Trade, for Government to appoint another judge 
the Provincial Order which must be While the President is attending to his 
obtained before the Grant promised by duties elsewhere. 


the Congested Districts Board towards 1 ee a eR bs 
the cost of the works can be fortheom-| THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 


Armadale (Skye) Pier. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate, if he will state what 
progress has been made with the 
arrangements for the proposed pier at 
Armadale, Skye. 


ing or the work proceeded with. Ropert FiNLay, Inverness Burghs) : 
‘The adjournment referred to in the 
Educational Agitations. Question took place at 2 p.m., in order 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, that the President might preside at a 
Thanet): I beg to ask the Vice Pre- | Sitting of the Mercantile Marine Com- 
sident of the Committee of Council on mittee. It is altogether unnecessary 
Education, whether he will explain why that another judge should be appointed 
a body of private individuals conducting © act in that division, inasmuch as it 1s 
an educational agitation have been | expected that by the end of the sitting 
allowed to hold their neetings in one of every case ready for hearing will have 
the offices of the Board of Education, been disposed of. 
and have, with the assistance of per- —_ : 
manent officers of the Department, had Convictions of Irish Members. 
access to official documents which were Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
not generally accessible, and will such | ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


practices be; put a stop to in future. Lieutenant of Treland, whether, pending 
z a discussion in this House of the action 
Tne “VICE %PRESIDENT oF THE of the Executive in regard to the recent 


COMMITTEE or COUNCILon EDUCA- prosecutions at Gurteen and Ballinlough, 
TION (Sik J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- the Irish Executive will suspend the en- 
versity) : I am desired to reply that the forcement of the sentences of imprison- 
terms of the Question are not sufficiently ment against certain Members of this 
specific to evable an answer to be given; House and other citizens. 
but that if the right hon. Gentleman will 
give notice of a further Question of a THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
more definite character, all the informa-. LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): No, 
tion which the Board of Education Sir; as I stated in reply to the hon. 
possess shall be given to him. Member’s Question of Tuesday last, the 
Executive has no authority to arrest 
Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Perhaps | further legal proceedings consequent on 
may relieve the right hon. Gentleman of | the decision of the King’s Bench Division 
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in the case mentioned. The action of | revert to the system of half-yearly meet- 
the Executive which the hon. Member | ings and half-yearly reports, and when’ 
wishes to impugn, was taken in| he proposes to take action in the matter. 
December and was criticised on the | And if he will consider the advisability 
Amendment to the Address moved by the | of extending for two years the warrants 
hon. Member for Waterford. I shall be | of rate collectors, as was formerly done 
prepared to defend it again on any | with the warrants of high constables. 
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appropriate occasion. 


Mr. DILLON: Can the right hon. | 


Gentleman state for the convenience of 


the hon. Members concerned how soon | 


the orders for their imprisonment will 


be ready, and when they will be required | 


to surrender to their bail. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have been at 
some pains to find out, but I am afraid 
I cannot now give a definite reply. I 
will, however, give the hon. Members 
due notice. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, whether, in view 
of the judgment delivered last week by 
the Lord Chief Baron in Dublin, he 


| under the grand juries. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A Bill has been 
| drafted amending the Local Government 
(Ireland) Acts, 1898-1901, which contains 
a clause empowering County Couneils, 
with the consent of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, to hold half-yearly meetings. 
|I hope to be able to introduce this Bill 
at an early date. It has been decided 
in the High Court that the effect of 
Section 73 of the Act 1 &2 Vic. cap. 
56 is to keep in force for the recovery of 
| poor rate the powers given to Cess Col- 
‘lectors by the repealed sections of the 
Grand Jury Act, 1836, but the question 
as to the period for which collectors’ 
warrants at present may remain in force 
has not yet come before the Courts. 


can now state when he will afford an | 


opportunity of discussing the action of 
the Executive in Ireland in connection 
with the recent prosecutions of Members 


of this House and other citizens before | 


specially constituted Courts at Gurteen 
and Ballinlough. 


Tae FIRST LORD or THE TREA-| 


SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester 


ment of the Court has not yet, I believe, 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is this the same 
Bill as was circulated last year ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, I believe there 
are several matters in it which were not 
contemplated last year. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Will the right 


. E ester, hon. Gentleman circulate it soon, so that 
E.): The revised form of the judg- | 


the Irish Councils may have an oppor- 
tunity of considering it ? 


been placed in the hands of my right | 


hon. friend. 
laid on the Table. I have endeavoured 
tomake myself generally acquainted 
with the contents, but I can not say 
that it has any bearing upon the action 
of the Irish Executive. That action, 


which is as old as December last, came | 


under review of the House during the 
discussion on the King’sSpeech. There- 
fore I do not think that any exceptional 
opportunity for discussion is necessary. 


Irish County Council Meetings. 

SIR THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
whether he will state what steps he 
proposes to take to enable Irish County 
Council desirous of so doing to 


It can not, therefore, be | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will consider that. 
It might be done if the Bill were read 
a first time. 


Maconochy Estate. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, whether he can state 
when it is proposed to hear the Maco- 
nochy Estate appeal cases in Longford ; 
and if, before decisions are given, the 
Court will direct another inspector to 
value instead of the person now em- 
ployed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hearing of 
these appeals will be commenced on the 
19th March. The selection of a Valuer 
by the Land Commissioners is a matter 
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which falls entirely within their discre- Labourers (Ireland) Acts. 

tion, and the Government has no| Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid.): I beg 
authority whatever to intervene. |to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he will 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the right | lay uponthe Table the three last Reports 
hon. Gentleman aware that this is the | of the Privy Council Judicial Committee 
case in which a bribe of half a year’s meetings held to consider appeals against 
rent was offered to the tenants to forego | Provisional Orders of the Local Govern- 
their rights ? ment Board under the Labourers 
(Ireland) Acts. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. | Mr. WYNDHAM: The effect of the 
Reports made by the Judicial Committee 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I will put a/ to the Lord Lieutenant is shown in the 
Question down on the subject. | Orders in Council, which are published 
from time to time in the Dublin Gazette, 
|The Reports themselves are confidential] 
Mr. ROCHE (Galway,*E.): I beg to documents and cannot be laid upon the 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | Table. 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether under | ' : tan 
the Police Code a constable on marriage | Mr. SHEEHAN: What objection can 
in his district has to be removed to there be to publishing the evidence on 
another county and district ; whether which the decisions are based ? 
he is aware that the postmistress at — 
Woodlawn, County Galw a is married to Mr. WY NDHAM: Expense, for — 
a police constable in the same district; hing. It would involve the printing of 
cL gion nngeay eet > 500 folios of notes, and I do not 
and whether he will cause inquiry to be S°™€ ? 7 : ' 
made into the matter with a view to, *© that any useful purpose would be 
the carrying out of the proper regu- i thereby. The inquiries are 
et always open to the public. 


Constabulary Marriage Regulations. 


* ; Mr. SHEEHAN: Will the right hon. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The rule to which Gentleman consider the desirability of 
the hon. Member refers does not apply publishing the judgment ? . 
to this case, inasmuch as the wife of the = 
constable in question is not a native of Mr. WYNDHAM: The decision come 
the county. to is published. 


Crimes Act Prosecutions. Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief’ the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- these discussions as a rule give very 
land, whether, when heislaying upon the great dissatisfaction ? 
Table of the House the judgments of the — 


Judges of the King’s Bench Division on [No answer was returned.] 
the two Crimes Act cases decided by 
them on the 3rd of February, 1902, he New Ross Post Office. 


will cause to be attached thereto copies Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.): I beg 
of the charges contained in the summons | to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
served upon the defendants: copies of representing the Postmaster General, 
the convictions made in each case by the’ whether he is aware that inconvenience 
resident magistrates who heard the is caused in New Ross by the inadequacy 
charges ; and copies of the orders made of the Post Office for the requirements 
by the King’s Bench Division on the of the town, and can he state when it is 
cases stated, which were argued before proposed to commence the building of 
them. _ the new Post Oftice. 


| 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; this will | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 


be done. | Post Office at New Ross is too small, and 
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the question of obtaining a better one 


has been under consideration; but no 


definite scheme has yet been approved. 


A site has been examined ; but it is not 
possible to state when a new buiding 
will be begun, if it be decided to erect one. 


Supplementary Estimates —(Presentation). 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg tc ask the First Lord of the 


Treasury, whether he proposes to with- | 
draw the Supplementary Civil Service 


Estimate recently presented. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: 


down at my request. As appeared by 
yesterday's debate, the bulk of the 


Members were not aware of the proposed | 


change in the form of the Civil Service 


Supplementary Estimate, though that | 


method was part of our general scheme 
of dealing with the Estimates. Under 
those circumstances, I think it is desirable 
that a formal opportunity should be 
given to the House for expressing its 
assent to this partof our plan, Whether 
that should be done in the form of a 
separate Motion, or in the form of an 
Amendment to the Supply Rule, [ have 
not absolutely decided, but I think pro- 
bably the latter course would be the most 
convenient. Under these circumstances, 
I shall be preparedto reprint the Estimates 
for this year and introduce them in their 
former shape, if there is a general under- 
standing, as | am sure there will be, that 
no unreasonable obstacle will be placed 
in the way of their passing, and also that 
no objection will be raised on the ground 
that hon. Members may not have them 
in their new shape on Friday morning. 
I may say, as regards the discussion 
yesterday, the hon. Member for Water- 
ford has given a very distinct and specific 


intimation, so far as he and his friends | 
that there will be no| 


are concerned, 
undue or prolonged discussion. I do not 
ask for a pledge from other parts of the 
House. I feel I do not wish any Gentle- 
man to go to the trouble of volunteering 
pledges. I think 1 may say it is 
understood that, if the Government so 
far meets the views of the Members of 
the House, the House will, in its turn, 
consider the general convenience by the 
brevity of the discussion. 


{11 Fepruary 1902} (Ash Wednesday). 


1002 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: May I ask 


whether “prolonged” discussion and 
“unreasonable” discussion are not very 
different terms. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think in 
Parliamentary language they have exactly 
| the same meaning. 








I may remind | 
the House that this Question was put | 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (ASH 

| WEDNESDAY). 

| (4.10.) Mra. A. J. BALFOUR: I have 
| to move, in accordance with the usual 
custom, the Motion standing in my 
name to the effect that to-morrow be- 
ing Ash Wednesday the House shall 
meet at 2 o’clock. I have only to say 
that ifthe House assents to the proposed 
substitution of Fridays for Wednesdays 
‘this Motion will never again have to be 
made. 


Motion made, and Question proposed 
“That this House do meet Tomorrow, 
at Two of the clock.”"—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: (Donegal 
S.) said this was the first time the 
right hon. Gentleman had uttered one 
word in favour of his proposed new Rule 
substituting Wednesdays for Fridays, for 
he had told them that the substitution 
would prevent any further recurrence 
of that Chadband Motion to which he 
personally was delighted to give a_part- 
ing kick. Now, he himself observed 
Ash Wednesday. He regarded it as a 
very sacred festival, but he did not 
like this Motion, because it was hypo- 
critical. It was not framed in the in- 
terests of religion; it was framed in the 
‘interests of hypocrisy. Hon. Members 
' who wished to go to chureh had ample 
opportunities of doing so, and could, if 
they chose, attend two or three services 
before noon. The public buinesss was sus- 
pended by Gentlemen who didnot go to 
church, but who would spend the time 
thus snatched from Parliament in the 
Courts or on the Stock Exchange. Then 
they would come forward and ery “See 
what pious people we are,”’ and persons 
who did not know them well would 
not think that they were hypocrites 
and Pharisees. : 
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(Ash Wednesday). 


* Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | version of Jews, Turks, and Infidels. 


is getting rather personal in his remarks. 
I hope he will keep to the Motion. 


hypocrites. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: said it was 
not his intention to do anything of 
the kind. He was only trying to de- 
fend them from attacks which might be 
made upon them by ignorant persons. 
The First Lord of the Treasury appeared 
to have no sense of humour, or how 
could he ask the House to take away a 
fraction of its valuable time at the very 
period he was discussing new Rules of 
Procedure for facilitating business rules 
which, however, were evidently intended 
to enable them not to fast but to dine 
comfortably. Members of the House 
both prayed and fasted by proxy, for 
the Chaplain said the prayers for them 
in their absence. Now, he was a sincere 
member of the Anglican Church and 
probably knew more about its rites 


than many hon. Members who pro- | 


fessed to be thoroughly versed in them. 
One of the chief observances on Ash 
Wednesday was a prayer for the con- 


He is | 
not entitled to address hon. Members| international 
across the House as Pharisees and | 


Now such a prayer, if its terms were 


realised abroad, might lead to serious: 


complications with the 
Ottoman Government, as the Turks 
might be grievously offended by the 
House adjourning for the purpose of 
converting them. Then again the 
Jews, and especially the naturalised 
German Jews with whom we had 
large contracts at present, might also 
be offended. In view of all these 
matters he would suggest, in all sin- 
cerity, that the right hon. Gentleman 
would consult the truest instincts of 
Christianity by not pressing a Motion, 
the object of which was to suggest to 
ignorant people that Members of the 
House were exceptionally pious people. 
He intended to go into the lobby asa 
protest against a system calculated to 
render this country, in the words of a 
well-known writer, “the Pharisee of 
the Nations.” 


(4.13.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 218 ; Noes, 
130. (Division List No. 22.) 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balecarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour.Rt Hn.GeraldW. (L’ds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
3each, Rt HnSir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blunde}l, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H.F. (Middlesex) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
srooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Campbell, Rt Hn J. A.(Glasgow 
Carew. James Laurence 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edwd. H. 


AYES. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J.Austen (Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Claney, John Joseph 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston,Chas. Edwd H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herbt. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dillon, John 

Dimsdale, Sur Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


| Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire | 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gilhooly, James 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. KE. (Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry 8.) 
Gore, Hn. 8S. F. Ormsby- (Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’y) 
Greene, Sir E W (B’y S. Edm’nds 


| Gretton, John 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 


| Halsey, Thomas Frederick 


Hamilton, RtHn Lord G. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’d’nderry. 
Mare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
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Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter | 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside | 
Hornby, Sir William Henry | 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T. (Denbigh) | 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. | 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H. (Hants, Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkinan 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H. L. B. (Cambs 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. ) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis (Edinb’ghW. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Asher, Alexander 

3arlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
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Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk. G. 


| Milvain, Thomas 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


| More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
| Morrison, James Archibald 
| Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt Hn A.Graham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Cul. Kdward 
Rankin, Sir James 


| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Line 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. Ed..J. 


NOES. 


Cullinan, J. 
Dalziel, James Henry 


| Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 


Delany, William 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


| Donelan, Capt. A. 
| Doogan, P. C. 


Duncan, J. Hastings 


| Emmott, Alfred 
| Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 


Field, William 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, SirWalter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Holland, William Henry 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


| Jacoby, James Alfred 


2N 
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Seely,Capt. J. E.B. (I. of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Siweon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C. (North’mh. Ty’side 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E, (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt Hn J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vinvent,Col. SirC. E. H.(S’field 
Walker, Col. William Hell 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC E (Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R.(Bath) 
Wortley, Rt.Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 


| Lewis, John Herbert 


Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


| Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
| Mooney, John J. 
| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henr 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
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O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, FP. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid,Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


NEW BILLS. 


LABOUR BUREAUX (LONDON). 


Bill to authorise the establishment of | 
Labour Bureaux throughout the Metro- | 
polis, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 


{COMMONS} 


Robertson, Fdmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H. (Renfrew) 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

| Spencer, Rt HnC.R.(Northants 
| Sullivan, Donal 

| Tennant, Harold John 

| Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E ) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
| Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings) 
‘ Thomas,J A (Glamorgan,Gower 





| 
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Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson,Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse, Sir JT(Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. MacNeill and Mr. 
Broadhurst 





| Norton, Mr. 


Sydney Buxton, Sir Albert 


Rollit, Sir frederick Dixon - Hartland, 
|Mr. John Burns, Mr. Scott, Mr. John 


Wilson (Durham), and Mr. Macnamara. 


CHEAP TRAINS BILL. 
“To amend the 


Law relating to 


Lough, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Harry | Cheap Trains for the working classes,” 
Samuel, Captain Norton, Mr. Hay, and | presented, and read the first time ; to 
'be read a second time upon Monday 


Mr. Cremer. 


| 
LABOUR BUREAUX (LONDON) BILL. | 


“To authorise the establishment of | 
Labour Bureaux throughout the Metro- | 


23rd June, and to be printed. [Bill 90.] 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897), AMENDMENT. 


polis,” presented, and read the first | Bill to amend The Workmen’s Com” 


time; to be read a second time upon | : 
: : 1 pensation Act, 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill r * 


88.] 


BURGH POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH 
(SCOTLAND). 

Bill to amend the Law relating to | 
the Police and Public Health adminis- | 
tration of burghs in Scotland, ordered | 
to be brought in by Mr. Asher, Mr. | 
John Morley, Mr Parker Smith, Sir 
Robert Reid, Colonel Denny, and Mr. 


Law. 


BURGH POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 

Police and Public Health administration 


|Mr. Bell, 


1897, ordered to be 


brought in by Mr. M’Kenna, Sir Walter 
| Foster, Mr. William Abraham (Rhondda), 


Mr. David Thomas, Mr. 


| Fenwick, Mr. Pickard, Mr. Burt. Mr. 
| John Wilson (Durham), Mr. Jacoby, 
'Mr. Markham, and Mr. Broadhurst. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) AMENDMENT BILL. 


“To amend The Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1897,” presented, and 


read the first time ; to be read a second 


| time 
‘[Bill 91.] 





of burghs in Scotland,” presented, and 


read the first time; 


March, and to be printed. 


CHEAP TRAINS. 
Bill to amend the Law relating to 
Cheap Trains for the working classes, 
ordered to be brought in by Captain 


to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday 19th 


[Bill 89.] 


to-morrow, and to be printed. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 


AMENDMENT. 


Bill to amend The Sunday Closing 
| (Wales) Act, 


provision respecting the sale of intoxicat- 


1881, and to make further 


ing liquors in Wales and Monmouthshire, 


ordered to 


Herbert Roberts, 
Mr. Herbert Lewis, Mr. Humphreys- 
Owen, and Mr. William Jones. 


be brought in by Mr. 
Mr. Alfred Thomas, 
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SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


“To amend The Sunday Closing 
(Wales) Act, 1881, and to make further 


, provision respecting the sale of intoxicat- 


ing liquors in Wales and Monmouth- 
shire,’ presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday 4th June, and to be printed. 
[Bill 92.] 


SITES VALUES (LONDON) RATING. 


Bill to provide for the Rating of Sites 
Values in London, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Sydney Buxton, Mr. 
Moulton, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Edward 
Morton, and Mr. Lough. 


SITES VALUES (LONDON) RATING BILL. 


“To provide for the Rating of Sites 
Values in London,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday 19th February, and to 
be printed. [Bill 93.] 


{11 Fesruary 1902} 





Rules. 


NEW PROCEDURE RULES. 
[SECOND DAY’S DEBATE. | 
OFFICE OF SPEAKER. 


Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [10th February], 
“That Standing Order 83 (Office of 
Speaker) be amended, by adding, at the 
end of the Standing Order, the words 
‘At the commencement of every Parlia- 
ment, or from time to time, as necessity 
may arise, the House may appoint a 
Deputy Chairman, who shall, whenever 
the House is informed by the Clerk at 
the Table of the unavoidable absence of 
the Chairman of Ways and Means, be 
entitled to exercise all the powers vested 
in the Chairman of Ways and Means, 
including his powers as Deputy Speaker:’” 
—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
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(4.30.) Question put, “That those 
words be there added.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 275 ; Noes, 
91. (Division List No. 23.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | Carlile, William Walter 
Carson; Rt. Hon. Sir E. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Dby’shire) 
Cecil, E. (Aston Manor) 

Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Birm. | Finlay, Sir Robert B. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
mar Spencer 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 





| Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson,’ R. C. M. (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 

| Fielden, Edward B. 

| Finch, George H. 


ancs. ) 


| Fisher, William Hayes 
| FitzGerald, Sir Robert P. 
| Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 


Bain, Col. James Rebert Churchill, Winston Spencer _| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Balcarres, Lord | Coghill, Douglas Harry | Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) | Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Flower, Ernest 


Balfour,Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds) | Collin 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 


, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
| Colomb, Sir John C. R. 
Colston, Chas. E. H. A. 


Forster, Herny William 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Bartley, George C. T. | Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) | Fuller, J. M. F. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. | Craig, Robert Hunter ; Galloway, William Johnson 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H. Cranborne, Viscount | Gardner, Ernest 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. | Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) | Garfit, William 


Bigoold, Arthur 
Blundell, Col. Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund | 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Midd’x) 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookficld, Col. Montagu 
Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 





Campbell,Rt. Hn.J. A. —_ 


| Cross, H. S. (Bolton) 
| Dalkeith, Earl of 
| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. V. (Cardigan) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, J. A. ({nverness-sh.) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir E. 
Caldwell, James Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 

| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 

|} Emmott, Alfred 


| Gibbs,Hon. A. G. H. (C. of L.) 

| Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 

, Godson, Sir Augustus F. 

| Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 

| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 

| Gore, Hon. 8. F. O. (Line.) 

| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 

| Goulding, Kdward Alfred 

| Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 

| Greene, SirK. W.(B’rySEd’mds 

| Gretton, John 

| Greville, Hon. Roland 

| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

| Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHnLord G. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marg. of (Lnd’derry 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 


2N 2 
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Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chrries §. 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

oare, Sir Samuel 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J. F. (S’field, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir W. H 
Hoult, Joseph 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. L. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, H. (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop) 
Kinloch, Sir John G.S 
Knowles, Lees 
Langley, Batty 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, J. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. os 
Leveson-Gower, F. N. 
Lockwood, Lt. ‘Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald W. E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W.(Bristol, 8.) 
Lough, Thomas 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont,Col. H. L. 4.(Cambs 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. | 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Barlow, John Emmot 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caine, William Sproston 
Cameron, Robert 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allstort 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 


{COMMONS} 


| M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
| M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
| Majendie, James A. H. 
| Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick T. 
Maxwell, J. W. H. (Dumfriesh. 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John W. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, R. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moss, Samuel 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Penn, John 
Percy, Earl 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. R. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. E. 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley,Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
ear He Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. ; 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


NOES. 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Kugene 

| Crombie, John William 

| Cullinan, J. 

| Dalziel, James Henry 

| Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
| Dillon, John 

| Donelan, Capt. A. 

| Doogan, P. C. 

| Duncan, J. Hastings 

| Esmonde, Sir ‘I‘homas 

| Farrell, James Patrick 

| Fenwick, Charles 

| F french, "Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
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Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E. J. 
Seely,Capt.J.E.B.(Lof Wight) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 


Simeon, Sir Barvington 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C. (North’mb. Tynes’e 
Smith, J. P. (Lanarks) 
Spencer,Rt HnC. R. (Northants 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M’Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr } 
Thomas,F. Freeman-(Hastings) 
Thomas,J.A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomkioson, James 

Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. Sir C E H(Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C E (Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. L. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. 8S. (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES: 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hope, J. D. (Fife, West) 
Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
' M‘Killop, W. 


(Sligo, North) 
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Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, S.) 
O'Brien, James, F. X. (Cork) | Power, Patrick 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| O'Mara, James 


| Reddy, M. 


{11 Fesruary 1902} 


| O’'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| O’Shee, James John 
| Pirie, Duncan V. 


| Price, Robert John 





Rules. 1014 


| Sullivan, Donal 

| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
| Wason, Eugene, (Clackmannan) 
| White, George (Norfolk) 

| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

| White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 

| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax). 


Joseph 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperare, N.) | Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) | Wilson, Chas. H. (Hull, W.) 


O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William . 


| Roche, John 


Sinclair, John ( 


Standing Order No. 83 (Office of 
Speaker), as finally amended, is as 
follows :— 


That whenever the House shall be in- 
Jormed by the Clerk at the Table of the 


unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, the 


Chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means do perform the duties and exercise 
the authority of Speaker in relation to all 
proceedings of this House, as Deputy 
Speaker, until the next meeting of the 
House, aud so on from day to day, on the 
like information being given to the House, 
until the House shall otherwise order : 
Provided that if the House shall adjourn 
Jor more than Twenty-four hours, the 
Deputy Speaker shall continue to perform 
the duties and exercise the authority of 
Speaker for Twenty-four hours only after 
such adjournment. 

At the commencement of every Parlia- 
ment, or from time to time, as necessity 
may arise, the House may appoint a 
Deputy Chairman, who shall, whenever 
the House is informed by the Clerk at the 
Tuble of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, be entitled 
to exercise all the powers vested in the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, including 
his powers as Deputy Speaker. 


Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I do not know 
whether I should be in order in asking 
two Questions which I venture to 
address to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House. The first 
is, whether the consent of the Crown 
has been received, which, I believe, 
according to precedent, is necessary, to 
this additional appointment under the 
Standing Orders. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The Question has | 
been put from the Chair, and disposed of. 


| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hudder’fd 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


| Runciman, Walter 
| Seott, C. Prestwich (Leigh) | 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Broadhurst and Capt. 


Forfarshire) Norton. 


Soares, Ernest J. 


| Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
'I began by saying that I was merely 
| going to put two Questions. | was not 
rising to make a Motion. I will put the 
Questions tomorrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER: It is inconvenient to 
ask a Question after the Question has 
been disposed of. Before I call upon the 
right hon. Gentleman to move the 
Amendment on the Paper, I wish to 
point out that there is on the Table an 
Amendment to apply, partly to the 
Standing Order, and partly to the first 
Amendment of Standing Order 21. The 
Amendment at the top of page 3, in the 
name of the hon. Member for East 
Mayo, is to add to end of line 12, 

“ Provided always, that no Member shall be 
required to write a letter expressing his regret, 
unless he has, before his suspension has been 
voted by the House, been heard in his own 
defence for a time not exceeding ten minutes.” 
That Amendment I shall rule out of order, 
if it is proposed, because the Amendment 
to which it is moved as an Amendment 
deals only with the penalty, and not at 
all with the procedure prior to the nam- 
ing of the Member, and therefore, the 


Consequential Amendment is also out of 


order. 


(4.48.) Mr. JOHN DILLON (Mayo, 
East) on a Question of order said 
that hon. Members would see that the 


procedure under these Resolutions was 


difficult, and raised numerous questions 
of Order. Mr. Speaker would perhaps 
allow him to say why he thought his 
Amendment was in order. It was quite 
true thatthe Amendment of the First Lord 
to the Standing Order did not deal with 
procedure, but only with the amount of the 
penalty; but he contended that when 
Standing Order 21 was originally con- 
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sidered in the House, the procedure was | 
made dependent on the amount of the 

penalty, and he thought it would be in 

order to move an Amendment toa portion 

of the Standing Order not touched by the | 
Amendment of the First Lord, if it could 
be shown that it was in the nature of a 
Consequential Amendment. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. 
Member is going beyond the point of 
order; he is proceeding to argue his 
Amendment. I agree that questions of 
considerable difficulty are being raised 
in the course of this discussion, but I 
am quite clear that this Amendment 
will not be in order. If it were ad- 
mitted, it would open the whole of the 
preceding Standing Order to discussion 
on the question of whether the penalty 


should be inflicted. 


Mr. JOHN DILLON: 
it where it is. 


I will leave 


ORDER IN DEBATE: SUSPENSION OF 
MEMBERS. 


{COMMONS} — 





Standing Order 21 [28th February 


1880, 22nd November 1882, and 7th | 
March 1901], read as follows :— 


That, whenever any Member shall have | 
been named by the Speaker, or by the 
Chairman of a Committee of the whole 
House, immediately after the commission 
of the offence of disregarding the authority 
of the Chair, or of abusing the rules of the 
House by persistently and _ wilfully 
obstructing the business of the House, or 
otherwise, then, if the offence has been 
committed by such Member in the House, 
the Speaker shall forthwith put the 
Question, on a Motion being made, no 
Amendment, adjournment, or debate being 
allowed, “ That such Member be suspended | 
from the service of the House ;” and if | 
the offence has been committed in a Com- | 
mittee of the Whole House, the Chairman | 
shall, on a Motion being made, put the 
same Question in a similar way, and if the 
Motion is carried, shall forthwith suspend 
the proceedings of the Committee, and 
report the circumstance to the House ; 
and the Speaker shall thereupon put the 
same Question, without Amendment, 
adjournment, or debate, as if the offence 
had been committed in the House itself. 

If any Member be suspended under 
this Order, his suspension on the first 
occasion shall continue for one week, on 


Mr John Dillon. 
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the second occasion for a fortnight, and on 
the third or any subsequent occasion, 
for a month. 


Provided always, “That suspension 
from the service of the House shall not 
exempt the Member so suspended from 
serving on any Committee for the con- 
sideration of a Private Bill to which he 
may have been! appointed before the 
suspensic™ ” 


Provided also, “‘ That not more than 
oae Member shall be named at the same 
time, unless several Members, present 


together, have jointly disregarded the 


authority of the Chair.” 


Provided also,‘ That if any Member, 
or Members acting jointly, who have 
been suspended under this Order from 
the service of the House, shall refuse to 
obey the direction of the Speaker, when 
severally summoned under the Speaker's 
orders by the Serjeant-at-Arms to obey 
such direction, the Speaker shall call the 
attention of the House to the fact that 
recourse!to force is necessary in order 
to compel obedience to his direction, and 
the Member or Members named by him 
as having refused to obey his direction 
shall thereupon, and without further 
Question put, be suspended from the 
service of the House during the re- 
mainder of the Session.”’ 


Provided always, ‘“‘That nothing in 
this Resolution shall be taken to deprive 
the House of the power of proceeding 
against any Member according to ancient 
usages.” 


(4.51.) THE SECRETARY TO 
tHE LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
(Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) said that his right hon. 
friend the First Lord of the ‘Treasury 
had asked him to move the rext 
Amendment which stood in his name on 
the Order Paper. The object was really 
a very simple one, as would be seen if 
any one compared the present Standing 
Order with what it would be if the Amend- 
ment were adopted. Under the present 
Standing Order, if an hon. Member defied 
the Chair in Committee of the W ¢ 
House, and a Motion was made that such 
hon. Member be suspended from the 
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service of the House, the Chairman should 
forthwith put the Question, no Amend- 
ment, adjournment, or debate being 
allowed ; and if a division was taken in 
Committee the Speaker was sent for, and 
he put without discussion or debate pre- 
cisely the same: Question to the House, 
The House 
then divided—that was to say, the same 
gentleman on the same consideration, 
divided again, on the same Question. It 
appeared to the Government that that 
was unnecessary. He had evidence of 
that. In 1890 a division was taken in 
Committee when the “Ayes” were 177 
and the “ Noes” 96—majority 81; and 
when the division was taken in the House, 
the “Ayes” were 178 and the “Noes” 
97—-majority 81. Practically it was the 
same division. 


Amendment proposed to the Standing 
Order— 


“In line 10, to leave out the words ‘Ona 
Motion being made, put the same question in 
a similar way, and, if the Motion is carried, 
shall’ ??: —(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Standing Order.”’ 


* (4.54.) Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 5.) 
said that an hon. Member had 
rightly alleged that this proposal 
was somewhat mysterious, and the 
explanation of. the hon. Gentleman 


_who had moved it on the part of the 


First Lord of the Treasury had not made 
the mystery clear. An obvious conse- 
quence of this Amendment was that 
whereas when an offence was committed 
in the House, a Motion was to be made, 
which was to be put by the Speaker with- 
out Amendment, adjournment, or debate 
being allowed ; “that such Member be 


‘suspended from the service of the House ;” 


yet when the offence was committed in 
Committee = Whole House no Motion 
at all was to be made, but the Chairman 
was forthwith to suspend the proceedings 
of the Committee, and report the circum- 
stances to the House, whereon the Speaker 


‘was, again without Motion, to put the 


Question. The suspension of the hon. 


' Member for conduct in Committee was 


thus to be on the sole initiative. of 
the Chairman and Speaker, whereas for 
conduct in the House-it must be on the 
Motion of some hon. Member. That 


{11 Fepruary 1992} 
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| seemed to him to be an extraordinary, an 


unaccountable, and most mysterious pro- 
ceeding. He did not know whether that 
wide difference of procedure was un- 
intended or was an example of the care and 
precision which had been applied to the 
preparation of this Amendment of the 
Rules of the House. So much with re- 
ference to the form of the Amendment. 
It was perfectly obvious that they were 
now asked, in consenting to the omission 
of the words embraced in the Amendment, 
to adopt a procedure altogether different 
in regard to offences committed in Com- 
mittee, and to those committed in the 
House itself. That was unreasonable, 
since it varied from the proceedings 
adopted in other parts of the rules. Then, 
as to the substance of the rule, he main- 
tained that the change was vicious. 
What was proposed to be done for acts 
in the House was to be taken upon the 


‘| judgment of the House itself ; but neither 


in the House nor in Committee were hon, 
Members to be informed or enlightened 
by any statement made by any Member, 
by argument, or deliberation. What then 
was the ground on which alone they 
could act? It was simply upon what 
they had witnessed that they were to 
give their judgment and their vote. 
Now when the same body acted almost 
instantly after the event there might 
perhaps be no serious change in its com- 
position ; and thus the witnesses might 
be the judges. But the longer the 
interval the less the chance of this. 
And when, after the event, the House had 
to be resumed and the Speaker called in, 
obviously even this slender security was 
gone. The hon. Gentleman who moved 
the Amendment had contended that there 
could not be a serious discrepancy between 
the number of hon. Members who had 
seen the offence in Committee, and those 
who voted in the House, but he based 
his case on the narrow basis of what 
had happened in a single instance eleven 
years ago. If a man was to be con- 
demned without his judges having the 
opportunity of hearing his explanation, 
or the charge made against him ex- 
plained, they should preserve such 
securities as the present rules gave him 
for that condemnation being made, as 
nearly as possible, by Members who 
were in the Chamber at the time the 
offence was said to have been committed , 


and therefore were in a position to form 
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a judgment upon it. Where was the 
justice of calling on hon. Members who 
were not aware of the circumstances to 
determine the matter? He therefore 
opposed the change. 


(5.2.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis), said that the proposal was a type 
of a proper, necessary and unobjection- 
able Amendment to the Rules of 
the House. 
examination of the rules, he was con- 
vinced that the Government in the 
Amendment were making a proposal 
which was without objection, and for 
which they deserved credit. There was 
a defect in form, but that could be 
easily remedied by inserting after 
“shall” the words “on Motion being 
made.’” He presumed the Government 
would not object to that [Mr. A. J. 
BaLFourR assented] and he would move 
* it at the proper time. He was not sure 
that the hon. Gentleman who had just 
spoken was, with all his lore, right that 


the Speaker could not frame the Question. | 


The old practice was that the Speaker 


framed the Question to be put to the | 


House. But passing from the matter 
of form, what was the object of the 
Amendment ? It was simply to turn 


two successive divisions into one with- | 


out any loss to the second division. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. LOUGH (lslington, W.) said 
he did not think there need be 


any prolonged discussion on _ the 
Amendment, as the single point was 
to get rid of one division. He would 
like to say that he should be glad to 
assist the First Lord of the Treasury in 
reducing the number of divisions where 
it was proper, but the one division which 





the Amendment sought to get rid of 


After a very considerable | seemed to him to be of great service. He 


| had seen many trying scenes which the 
| right hon. Gentleman was endeavouring 
'to meet, and the thing required above all 
‘others was a little time. A little im- 

pulsiveness often led to the rules being 
| broken, and if the guillotine were to fall 
| at once without allowing the unfortunate 

Member time for consultation with his 
friends, or for consideration, he believed 
'a great impetus would be given to 
, action, which the House might afterwards 
be inclined to mitigate. That was the 
‘only division he would say a word for 
|retaining; and he suggested it might 
have the effect, by providing a little time, 
of saving the House from taking steps 
which might afterwards become very 
troublesome. The occasion was one in 
which time was most valuable, and he 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
reconsider the Amendment from that 
| point of view. 


The House should remember that a 


Committee of the Whole House was a/| 
body which could only deliberate and | 
report to the House, and therefore it | 


was regular and proper, if an offence 
were committed in Committee, that it 


should be adjudged not by the Com- | 
What 


mittee but by the House. 
would happen? The Chairman would 
forthwith suspend the sitting and forth- 
with report to the House, and the House 
would forthwith decide on a Motion 
being made. As he had said, this was a 
type of a proper, necessary, and unobjec- 


tionable Amendment, and he only wished | 


that all the other rules were equally 
unobjectionable. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Dol understand that 
the hon. Member moves the addition of 
words ! 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I propose, 
Sir, to submit an Amendment at the 
proper time. 


Mr. Blake. 


(5.8.) Mr. DILLON said that the division 
| was one of the safeguards leant upon 
when the rule was passed. It was put 
| forward as some check on the action of 
‘the Chairman, and was _ frequently 
referred to by the Speaker and the 
Chairman of Committees in their 
evidence. To what extent, however, was 
| a division a real check ? When a Member 
was named for disorderly conduct, the 
glass was turned down, and as a rule 
there thronged into the Chamber a 
'number of Members greater than the 
number who were witnesses of what had 
occurred, and they voted on the punish- 
ment of a fellow Member in absolutely 
blank ignorance of the merits of the case. 
Therefore, he regretted to say that in 
many cases that safeguard had proved, to 
a very large extent, to be illusory for the 
protection of Members, as they knew 
perfectly well that the majority of the 
House always voted in support of the 
Leader of the House. That was the 
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present state of affairs ; but what did the | 
Amendment propose ? It proposed,at the 
very time when it was also proposed to 
enormously increase the stringency of the | 
punishment which might be inflicted | 
under the rule, to strike away a safe-| 
guard, which, though to a large extent | 
illusory, was still leant upon as a safe- | 
guard when the rule was framed. It | 
would not be the{same Members who 
would vote in both divisions, and the 
Amendment would seriously aggravate 
the illusory character of the safeguard. 
Under the new rules an immense 
number of Members would throng into 
the House at 10 o'clock, not in a very 
judicial spirit. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Oh!] He did not think that was an 
extreme expression. Therefore, if a case 
of disorderly conduct arose close to 10 
oclock, there would be a _ body of 
Members present in a much more judicial 
spirit who had witnessed what had 
occurred and who would be better able to 
judge of the merits, whereas, five minutes 
later, 30 or 40 other Members might have 
arrived who would be called upon to judge 
the matter. He did not attach undue | 
importance to the Amendment, but, as | 
far as it went, it deprived the Member of 
one of the safeguards he now had. 
Instead of taking the division imme- 
diately the transgression was committed, 
and in the presence of Members who had 
witnessed the offence, it was proposed to 
postpone it until the Speaker was in the 
Chair, when a number of other Members 
would be in attendance. That struck 
away ta safeguard, however slender, while 
it was proposed to increase the stringency 
of the punishment. He had not the 
smallest notion of complaining of the 
Speaker’s ruling in reference to his 
Amendment, but he thought he was. 
entitled, while absolutely accepting that 
ruling, to refer to the extreme inconve- 
nience of dealing with fundamental and 


{1 1 FEBRU 
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all-important rules, without having first 


ARY 1902} 


referred them to a Committee. They 
were cribbed, cabined, and confined by 
technical Rules of Order. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
not entitled to discuss that question. The 
Question before the House is whether 
there shall be one or two divisions. 


would leave 


Mr. DILLON 
the matter there. 


said he 


(5.12.) Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he 
really could not see the necessity for the 
Amendment. He could not understand 
why the Standing Order was not con- 
sidered sufficient to meet the entire case. 
It should be remembered that the power 
of the Chairman of Committees could 
be passed on to the Deputy Chairman 
who might not be acquainted with the 
Rules of the House, who might not have 
a judicial mind but who, without 
motion made or a division taken should 
be empowered to at once send for the 
Speaker. The Standing Order was 
stringent enough as it was, and why 
it should be made more stringent and 
more strict was beyond his compre- 
hension. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said he should 
be very brief, because that which he 
would like to say he had been pre- 
cluded from saying by the ruling of 
the Speaker; but that was exactly the 
reason that he should vote with the 
Irish Members. 


(5.17.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 103 ; Noes, 
282. (Division List, No, 24.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. ; Caldwell, James 
Barlow, John Emmott 


Jarry, E. (Cork, 8.) | Carvill, Patrick ¢ 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Frane 
| Clancy, John Joseph 


Bell, Richard 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John | Cogan, Denis J. 
duyle, James | Condon, Thomas 
Brigg, John | Crean, Eugene 
Broadhurst; Henry ' | Cullinan, J. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caine, William Sproston 





| Cameron, Robert 


| Dalziel, James Henry 
| Delany, William 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

| Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 


:e0. Hamilton 


is Allston 


Joseph 
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Grant, Corrie 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, D. Brynmoor (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Order in 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 


Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry | Colston, Chas. Edw.H. Athole Gladstone,RtHn 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, RtHnSirMichael Hicks 








{COMMONS} . 


Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tip’erary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Ti perary, N.) 
O’Connor,J ames (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Pirie, Duncan, V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 





Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 


NOES. 


| Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (W’re’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 

| Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 

| Coghill, Douglas Harr 

| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

| Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 


| Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

| Crombie, John William 

| Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 

| Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 

| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

| Dalkeith, Earl of 

| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
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Reid,SirR. Threshie( Dumfries) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Shaw,Charles Edwd. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, RtHnC R(Northants) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan, Gow’r 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson,Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Yoxail, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lough and 
Mr. Flynn 





Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

| Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

| Flower, Ernest 

| Forster, Henry William 

| Foster, Sir Michael (Lond. Un. 

| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 

flerbert John 

Godson,SirAugustusF rederick 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 

| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D. (Wednesb’y 
Gretton, John 

| Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Davies,M.Vaughan-(Cardigan Halsey, Thomas Frederick 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigneld, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 


| Denny, Colone 

| Dewar,John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
| Dewar,T.R.(T’r H’ml’s, S.Geo. 
| Dickinson, Robert Edmond 

| Dickson, Charles Scott 


Hamilton, Rt. Hn LordG(Mid’x 

damilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nde’ry 
| Hardy,Laur’nce(Kent, Ashford 
| Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 


Bowles,T.Gibson (King’s Lynn | Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield | Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo- 


Brown, Alexander H.(Shrops.) 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Campbell,Rt HnJ. A. (Glasgow 
Campbell- Bannerman, C. 
Carlile, William Walter 


| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
| Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
| Dunn, Sir William 
| Dyke,Rt Hon Sir William Hart 
| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
| Emmott, Alfred 
| Evans,Sir Francis H.(Maidst’e 
| Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
| Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 


| Hay, Hon. Claude George 

| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 

| Heath,Arth. Howard (Hanley) 

| Heaton, John Henniker 

| Helder, Augustus 

| Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 

| Higginbottom, 8. W. 

| Hoare, Sir Samuel 

| Hope, J.F.(Sh’theld, Bri’htside) 

| Horner, Frederick William 

| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


Carson, Rt, Hon. Sir Edwd.H. | Fergusson, Rt Hn SirJ.(Manc’r | Hoult, Joseph 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
| Finch, George H. 


| Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne Humphreys Owen, Arthur C. 


Cavendish, V.C. W.(Der’yshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Fitzroy,Hon.EdwardAlgernon Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 





| Fisher, William Hayes 
| FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose 


| Jackson,Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
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Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Hey wood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson E. 


{11 Fepruary 1902} 


| Murray,RtHn.A Grah’m(Bute | Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 
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| Stanley, Hon. Arth’r( Ormskirk 
| Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
| Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Tag’art 


Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJno.H. | O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M, 


Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Cl. W. (Salop) | Parker, Gilbe 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth | Paulton, James Mellor 
| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | Sturt, Hon. Yass Napier 


Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar | Penn, John 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth | Percy, Earl 


| Stock, James Henry 


rt | Stone, Sir Benjamin 


| Stroyan, John 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Talbot,Rt. Hn J G(Oxf'dUiniv.) 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Pilkington, Lieut-Col. Richard | Tennant, Harold John 


Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage | 
Leveson-Gower, Fred’ck. N.S. | Pym, C. Guy 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Plummer, Walter R. 
Lecky,Rt. Hon. Wm.Edwd.H. | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Leese,SirJosephF.( Accrington | Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | Tomkinson, James. 


| Rankin, Sir James 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Long,Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) | Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
| Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
| Thorburn, Sir Walter 

| Thornton, Percy M. 


| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

| Tritton, Charles Ernest 

| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Long, Rt. Hon. Walt’r(Bristol,S | Remnant, James Farquharson | Valentia, Viscount 


Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent) | 
Loyd, Archie Kivykman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft | 
Macartney, Rt Hn, WG. Ellison | 
Macdona, John Cumming | RKolleston, Sir 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont,Cl. H.L. B.(Cambs. 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.( Antrim,E.) 
M‘Iver,SirL’ wis(Edinb’rgh, W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Mellor, Kt. Hon. John William 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milner, Rt. Hon. SirFred’rickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) | 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arth’rH. A. (Deptford) 
Moss, Samuel 

Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 


r 


' Russell, T. V 


Smith, A bel H. 


Stauding Order further amended, in 
line 13, by insorting after the word 
“shall,” the words ‘on a Motion being 
made.” 


(5.34.) Mr. GRANT LAWSON said 
that the object of the next Amend- 
ment standing in the name of the First 
Lord of the Treasury was explained in 
the speech made by the right hon. Gentle- 
- in introducing the proposed new 
rules. 


ment inflicted on a Member who defied 
the authority of the Chair. At present, 


the period of suspension for the first. 


offence was only seven days. If a man 
refused to obey a judgment order of the 
Courts he could be imprisoned for an 





| Renshaw, Charles Bine 
_Ridley,Hn. M. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | Wanklyn, James Leslie 
| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild ,Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Runciman, Walter 


Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | Wilson,J. W. (Worcestersh.N. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert | 
Saunderson, Rt Hn. Cl. EdwdJ. | Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Seely,CaptJ.E. B(Isleof Wight | Woodhouse, Sir JT.(Hu’dersf d 
Seton-Karr, Henr | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew | 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Smith, HC(North’mb. Tynes’de | 
| Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) | 
Soares, Ernest J. 


That objection was two-fold. | 
First, it was to make effective the punish- | 


Vineent,Col.Sir C E H(Shef’eld 
W. (Stalybridge | Walker, Col. William Hall 


| Warr, Augustus Frederiek 

| Wason, John Catheart(Orkney 
| Welby,Lt-Col.A.C.E (Ta’nton 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

| Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson,A.Stanley(York, E.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

S. G. Stopford- | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


John F. L. 


| Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
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Sir William Walrond and 


(Hertford, East) | 
Mr Anstruther. 


| 


| indefinite period until he had purged his 
offence, and yet, hitherto, the punish- 
ment for refusing to obey the supreme 
judgment of the House of Commons. 
had been suspension for only seven days. 
Such a period was wholly ludicrous, and 
the intention of the present proposal was 
to make the punishment substantial and 
effective. The second object of the 
Amendment was to secure that the 
punishment should really take effect. 
Under the existing rule that might not 
be the case. Ifa Member was suspended 
at 12 o’clock on the eve of a recess the 
suspension did not come into force at 
all. Hon. Gentlemen would, doubtless, 


remember that five or six years ago it 
actually happened that several Members 
were suspended the night before the 
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Whitsuntide recess ; these suspensions did | making punishment effective, and direct- 
not come into operation at all. This | ing punishment—as he believed it to be by 
Amendment, therefore, proposed that this Amendment—against one particular 
the days of suspension should be days on | section of the House. That was the in- 
which the House really met. tention which had been strongly avowed 
universally outside the House, and by 

Amendment proposed to the Standfng several speeches in the House, and 
Order, in line 17— although it had not been fathered by 
(In the second paragraph), to leave out the Government, it was in every Mem- 
the words “shall continue for one week, | ber’s mind, and the question could not 
on the scond occasion for a fortnight, and be discussed without having regard to it. 
on the third or any subsequent occasion i : ie: 
for a month,” and insert the words | They all knew what had occurred in 
“in any session shall continue until the ex- | the past—not only by occasional defiance 
piration. of the next twenty days on which the | of the Chair, but the incorrectly naming 


House sits, on the second occasion until the " e i 
expiration of the next forty days on which the | of persons as having defied the author 
House sits, and on the third or any subsequent ity of the Chair. It was known that 
occasion until the expiration of the nexteighty grave mistakes had been made in days 
days on which the House sits, and the number gone by, and the greate t caution should 
of days of suspension shall be reckoned irre- pees: iy dey } pie 
spectively of any prorogation or adjournment. be exercised by the House when it was 
‘Tf a Member issuspended under this Order, | called upon enormously to increase the 
his rH a — notwithstanding the <y | penalties—which were directed against 
iration of the days of suspension aforesaid, or . shins aha. Soe 
sere until he has witthen a letter to the the constituencies rather than ‘=’ 
Speaker, expressing his sincere regret to the the individual Members. From _ time 


House for the offence for which he has been to time—probably in the majority 
suspended.” —{ Mr. Grant Laweon.) | of oeccasions—this matter would come Up, 
. not as against an individual Member 
a ance, “TL. o = an] : 

Peewee sy aed re va ng who had made a grave mistake, but by 

oposed to be ieit out stand part o 1e . ~ ‘ stitueneyv whi 
Recast Cele.” the House fighting a constituency W hich 
: was with its Member—fighting in 4 

cause where the sympathy of the con 

* ry > ‘ YL > ne! ay . -.7 3 

: (5.38.) SIR CHARLES DILKE stituency was with the Member on some 
said he had listened in amazement question of conscience. In such a case 
to the statement of the hon. _Mem- the House ought to be most cautious 
ber for the Thirsk Division. This was | hefore it fell into the trap laid for it 
one of the most important proposals ever jn the enormously increased penalties 
made in the House of Commons, but the | now proposed. Doubtless the proposal 

‘ =) « . sé M ; 4 ° 7 M 
hon. Gentle man had not said a single would be discussed in detail on various 
word with regard to the compromise Amendments. but. the present was the 
which it was understood the Government , only occasion on which the House would 
were going to offer the House, in the have the proposal before it as a whole, 
withdrawal of the latter part of the} The latter part of the rule was a 
Amendment. ridiculous return to Tudor and Stuart 

forms. It was no new proposal. It was 

Tora TY cle bi > e , DD 177 7 % 4 . 

THE FIRST LORD OF THE TREASU RY the old practice of the House, and the 
Mr. st. J. DBALFOUR, Mi ster, IX.): | House never made greater m stakes in 
A. J ners Manchester, E.):| House never mad greate takes 

1at Compromise ! |the whole course of its history than in 

a E ithe Tudor times when it used to insist 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE said it had | on apologies, almost in the very terms 
been rumoured all over the House, and | o' the rule under discussion. Man after 
by those who usually knew the inten-| man in those days used to defy the 
tions of the Party opposite, that it was | House in the cause of conscience ; ove! 
intended to meet the Opposition by modi- | and over again they were dragged down 
fying this proposal. He was perfectly | and made to apologise even on thei! 
certain it would have to be modified, it! knees at the Bar. But where a questior 
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would not be carried in its present form. | 6f conscience was at issue that proces 
The desire of the House to make punish- | did not prevent a man repeating his % 
ment effective was undoubted, but there | called offence ; men who had again and 
was an enormous difference between | again apologised tothe House afterwarj 
Mr. Grant Lawson. 








met or 
and he 
of the 
their ¢ 








1028 


id direct- 
t to be by 
articular 
; the in- 
7 avowed 
and by 
Ise, and 
rered by 
ry Men- 
ould not 
ard to it, 
urred in 
| defiance 
7 naming 
author- 
wn that 
in days 
yn should 
n it was 
rease the 
1 against 
1 againt 
ym. time 
majority 
come up, 
Member 
, but by 
ey whieh 
ng in 4 
the con- 
- on some 
h a case 
cautious 
id for it 
penalties 
proposal 
. various 
was the 
ise would 
a whole. 
> was a 
d Stuart 
Tt was 
and. the 
stakes m 
- than iD 
to insist 
ry terms 
ion after 
defy the 
e " over 
red dow! 
on thei! 
questio1 
t proces 
1g his 8} 
gain ant 
ter ward 











1029 Order in 


they had prev-ously offended against the 
orders oi the House. An unwilling 
apology, extorted under such circum- 
stances, Was not even a salve to the dignity 
of the House. He had hoped the Govern- 
ment would open the debate with a full 
statement—worthy of the occasion—as to 
the character of the danger against which 
they had to fight, and the best means 
of meeting it; and that they would, at all 
events, have dropped the absurd pro- 
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posal requiring an apology, so that the) 


House might have gone to the discussion 
of the question of penalties at once. 


(5.40.) Sm FREDERICK MILNER 
(Nottinghamshire, Bassetlaw) hoped the 
Government would stick to their propo- 
sals. It was to be regretted that such 
possessions were necessary in such an 
assembly, but recent sessions had proved 
the necessity. The existing penalties 
were absolutely farcical, because Mem- 
bers who had been suspended regarded 
itas a feather in their cap, and they 
were praised in their Papers as having 
done a meritorious action. If there were 
tobe any penalties at all they should 
be of such a nature as to cause the 
offending members some inconvenience. 
A Member was not suspended for a 
hasty word, nor even deliberately break- 
ing a rule; he was suspended for deliber- 
ately refusing to obey the Speaker or the 
Chairman, and in such a case the 
penalty ought to be asevere one. Order 
could be preserved only if the penalty 
for disorder was severe. If the Govern- 
ment had erred at all it was on the side 
of leniency ; but if the present proposal 
was carried they would probably hear 
of no more suspensions. He reminded 
hon. Members from Ireland that Mr 
Parnell had a more dignified way of pro- 
testing against anything of which he 
disapproved in the House; he did not 
deliberately defy the Chair or break the 
tules of the House ; he simply refused 
totake any further part in the proceed- 
ings. If the Speaker or Chairman was 
to be defied, where was the use of having 
a Speaker or Chairman? The offence 
was a very serious one, and would be fairly 
met only by the penalties now proposed, 
and he sincerely hoped the Amendments 


of the Government would be passed in | 


their entirety. 


| was not now in question. 


| provided penalties. 
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Debate. 
died in the Tower for the causein which | *(5.45.) Mr. BLAKE said the right hon. 


Baronet who had just sat down, when 
commending to Irish Members Parnell’s 
example, had apparently forgotten what 
everybody else remembered—that Mr. 
Parnell when asked how he had become 
so well acquainted with the rules of the 
House of Commons replied that it was 
by systematically and continually break- 
ing them. The House was now asked to 
engage in a most serious operation. It 
was proposed, in an assembly which ought 
naturally to approach with reluctance 
penal legislation against its Members, 
largely to increase in extent and character 
the severity of punishments for offences 
in respect of which the House had already 
Yet the First Lord of 
the Treasury, in opening the general dis- 
cussion upon the rules thought this ques- 
tion was entirely unworthy of his atten- 
tion; no word was spoken by him upon 
it, no explanation was offered, no reason 
was given. He had thought that now the 
First Lord of the Treasury would have 
felt it to be his duty to remedy this 
omission in his former statement as the 
person responsible for propounding and 
framing all these rules. But he said 
nothing at all. And the hon. Member 
whom he had deputed to move must for- 
give him for saying that though of course 
he spoke, he too, in effect, had said nothing 
at all. Now let the House in bare justice 
remember that the Amendment they were 
now dealing with proposed the imposition 
of increased penalties, not for all, but for 
certain classes of offences only, not com- 
prising the graver class, that of forcible 
resistance. ‘There was in the rule as it 
stood a punishment, added only last 
session, for the particular class of offence 
in which Mr. Speaker reported that resort 
to force was necessary in order to secure 
compliance with the Standing Orders of 
the House. He stated this merely for the 
purpose of eliminating it from the present 
discussion which had nothing to do with 
that particular offence in respect of which 
the House legislated last session and in 
respect of which it was now asked to 
again legislate by a later Amendment, 
which would give the first opportunity of 
legitimate discussion. It would not be in 
order for him now to discuss that parti- 
cular offence or its punishment, and he 
earnestly prayed the House to remember, 
what he feared it was forgetting, that it 
They were 
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now dealing not with it, but with offences 
dealt with by legislation of long standing. 

What were the penalties for these classes 
of offence which the House had prescribed 
by orders which had been many years in 
force? They were a week for the first, 
a fortnight for the second, and a month 
for the third offence. It was palpable 
that on the eve of an adjournment or a 
prorogation a rule of this kind might in- 
flict little or no punishment at all, but 
apart from that special theoretical consi- 
deration, always obvious, but which had 
never wrought practical mischief, they 
were now dealing with the enlargement of 
the time from a week, a fortnight, anda 
month for the first, second, third, and 
subsequent offences to “sitting days,” 
which of course are more in number 
than the week, fortnight, or month. 


The penalty was to be greatly in- 
creased, up to 10, 20, and 40 days 
respectively. It was to be increased still 


more because each of those sitting days 
counts for more than a natural day. It 
was also to extend over adjournment, 
and even over prorogation, a thing un- 
precedented. The period, therefore, of 
suspension was enormously increased, and 
there was also the additional provision of 
an apology after punishment as a condi- 
tion before the offending Member would 
again be allowed to discharge the duties 
entrusted to him by his constituents. 
On that point he had spoken in the 
general debate, and would not now dilate. 
He wished to fasten the attention of the 
House on one main point which he thought 
conclusive. It was that no case had been 
made or even attempted for this Amend- 
ment. Now the House were asked in its 
capacity as a legislative body to con- 
sider increased punitive provisions for 
offences against the Crown or against the 
public peace, to enact additional penalties, 
the first thing demanded of the pro- 
pounder of such a measure would be to 
make out a case showing that the existing 
penalties had not produced the desired 
effect ; that the offences were continuing 
and multiplying, and that further measures 
were necessary to produce the deterrent 
effect, and in order that the crime might be 
repressed. That would be the universal 
view. It was agreed to be an evil to 
inflict penalties unnecessarily ; it was 
agreed that they should not be greater 
than experience showed to be necessary. 
The question must be has the law proved 
inadequate? If not, there was no case 


Mr. Blake. 
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for greater rigour. They had long ago 
dropped the Draconian view of penalties, 
They had adopted notions more sensible, 
practical, humane, notions which had 
limited punishment by the conditions of 
effectiveness and necessity. Now these 
conditions did not here exist; nor was 
there even an attempt to show their 
existence. Under the present régime 
the House had lived for many sessions, 
and what had occurred to establish the 
inefficacy of the present system and 
the necessity for adopting these severer 
penalties? He had eliminated alto 
gether the case of forcible resistance, 
Apartfrom that separate case, and inclusive 
of all with which the Amendment before 
the House dealt, they had had no case 
stated of practical results demonstrating 
the inefficacy of the rule at all. The First 
Lord had said nothing in this direction, 
and the hon. Member opposite had given 
as his only reason that it was obvious that 
they might not be effective if the offence 
were committed a day or two before the 
prorogation, or before an adjournment, 
That was obvious when the rule was 
passed. Did the hon. Member opposite 
pretend, notwithstanding, that he had 
found an eruption of breaches of order 
just before an adjournment or a proro- 
gation? It was not so. He gave only 
one old case. They all knew that it was not 
upon old events or antiquated circun- 
stances that this rule was proposed to be 
altered. It was under consideration last 
session with reference to the other phase, 
and no proposal was then made for any 
increase of the penalties in the phases now 
under discussion. He could find no more 
than three instances in which there 
were suspensions under this part of the 
rule during the last session of Parlia 
ment, when the order of their proceedings 
was slightly and momentarily disturbed 
on the 29th and 30th of July by three 
suspensions. They were disposed of 
without heat or difficulty. Was it upon 
those circumstances that the existing 
rigour of the laws was declared to be 
inadequate to secure order, and upon 
which it was declared necessary to do 
this thing, even in the case of a first 
offence? They made no case for action. 
Again, in his opinion, it was a very dan- 
gerous innovation to inflict a long susper- 
sion, because they must remember the 
effect on the last constituency. This was 
punishing the constituency through 
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the Member a great deal more than 
the Member. ‘Those were all ques- 
tions of degree, but when a very long 
suspension was inflicted, which involved 
the compelled absence of the hon. 


Member during the greater part of 


the session, or maybe of the Parliament, 
the right of the constituency arose in 


a tangible sense, and the House cannot 


deal with the question apart from that 
consideration. They were raising the 


penalty now, with what warrant or ne- 


cessity he could not see. They were 
raising it in reference to the first 
offence by more than doubling the 
period. If that was the case with 
regard to the first offence, how should he 
describe the course of the leaders and 
guardians of the House who proposed these 


enormous increases to 20 and 40 sitting | 
days, calculated without adjournments, | 


and after prorogation running to the next 
session, for second and _ third offences ? 
When had there been a second or a third 
suspension of the same hon. Member ? 
What was the ground upon which it was 
suggested that the present provision 
against second and third offences was in- 
adequate? There was literally no ground, 
and none could be stated. It had been 
found that the present penalty, even 
for a first offence, was adequate. They 


had only three instances on two dog | 
days at the end of July to place to their | 
beggarly account as the reasons why the | 


present penalty for a first offence was 
inadequate. 
they could find for enlarging the penalty 
for the first offence. But they had literally 


no excuse whatever for enlarging the | 


nalty for second and third offences. 
here had not been any second, still 
less any third§ offence at all. The rule 
which had been in force up to the present 
had been absolutely efficacious, and had 


produced the best effect, for it had de-| 


terred from and prevented the commission 
of the offence. And yet, although it had 
done this and the offence did not now 
exist on the records, except in one case a 
great number of years ago, it was now 
proposed without proof of necessity—in 
fact with proof by the records of the 
House that there was no necessity—not 
to double but to treble or quadruple 
these penalties, and even to extend the 
period of suspension from one session 
to another after a prorogation. 

They were taking a new departure 
altogether from the traditions and cus- 
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That was the only excuse | 
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| toms of the House when they proposed to 
impose penalties extending beyond the 
prorogation of the House for offences 
committed during the session. With 
the exception of one or two things, such 
as impeachment, punishmert ended with 
the session, and the power to carry it 
further did not exist. If a Member was 
sent to the Clock Tower, why, of course, 
lie got out the day after the prorogation. 
He could not be kept there. The laws 
of the land would operate to release 
him. But it was now proposed that 
when they sent a Member away from 
the House they might keep him away 
for part of a succeeding session. The 
other and still more serious innovation 
was that to which reference had been 
made—the demand for a sincere expres- 
sion of regret, which was in his view 
objectionable and repulsive on numer- 
(ous groufds on which, however, as 
‘he had said, he would not now dilate. 
/But they must not forget that it 
|might mean permanent disfranchise- 
‘ment. He repeated that they were 
called upon to deal with this class of 
|offence in this more rigorous man- 
{ner without any proof whatever that 
'there was any need for increased 
rigour as to the second and _ third 
offences, and when, on the contrary, 
there was ample proof that the present 
law was adequate for these offences. 
| Even with regard to the first offence 
the present law answered all practical 
|purposes. In these circumstances he 
| was glad the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean had 
caught the Speaker’s eye early, because 
the general condition in which the 
House was placed with reference to 
this question, and the general principles 
on which the House should act with 
reference to punitive legislation, could 
be adequately discussed only before any 
of the Amendments to the proposed rule 
were moved. The whole question was, 
to his mind, of the most serious character. 
He objected to the notion that there was 
any case among the hon. Members amongst 
whom he had the honour to sit for in- 
| creasing the severity of the rules of the 


| House in this regard. The truth was, 
| that what the First Lord of the Treasury 
‘complained of out of doors, and what 
'the Colonial Secretary complained of 


lout of doors, that, which was the real 
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burden of their grievance against Irish 
Members was quite another thing. It 
was not defiance of the Speaker's 
orders, or any ‘irregularity in that 
respect that truly troubled them. It 
was because the Irish Members had 
been more fertile and ingenious — in 
finding arguments, and that they had 
been longer and more thorough in the 
discussion of affairs, that the Govern- 
ment considered its business had been 
impeded. Now this rule did not touch 
that subject. They could not touch it. 
But without foundation, as he had 
shown, they had set up the suggestion 
that Irish Members had been disorderly 
in disregard of the orders of the Chair, 
and that further penalties were required 
in that regard. That charge he denied. 
It was not shown, it was disproved by 
the records of the House. 


*(6.5.) 
said he should like to offer one or two 
words in favour of the reconsideration of 
this particular proposal. He should not 
think of doing so if it were supposed that 
his wish to lighten the penalties implied 
any condoning of the offence. 
all agreed that -.o offence could be more 


serious or more damaging to the reputa- | 


tion of the House. But there was no 
proof that the penalties already in force 
were not sufficient. There were one or 
two other considerations which it was 


worth while to put before the Govern- | 
They must all admit that there | 


ment. 
might be extenuating circumstances, such 


as hastiness of temper, which, although | 


they did not detract from the offence, 
might mitigate the blame to be attached 
to the offender. The proper course 


would be to proportion the penalty to| 
the degree of provocation or to the) 


intention with which the act was com- 
mitted. That he supposed was out of 
the question. 
the Speaker or the House could accept 


the invidious task of discriminating in | 


this way. The only other alternative 
was to assume that these offences would 
be committed as the result of incaution 
and not with deliberation, and therefore 
to impose upon them the minimum 
penalty to meet the object in view. In 
the proposals of the Government the 
maximum penalty was 80 days, and 
that was for the third offence and sub- 
sequently. Why 80 days and why stop 


Mr. Blake. 
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He did not suppose that | 
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| at the third offence? If the object of 
the offending member was to wreck the 
machinery altogether he would go on 
committing these offences over and over 
again, and he would come back with a 
merely nominal apology. ‘They would 
have no other remedy against him 
except to suspend him for 80 days. The 
| noble Lord suggested with all deference 
| that the Government should either 
accept the Amendment of which his hon. 
friend the Member for Oldham had given 
notice to diminish the penalties by one- 
half—to 10, 20, and 40 days suspension 
for the first, second, and third offences 
—or else, as he should prefer, to impose 
| for the first offence a comparatively low 
| penalty, and that the penalty for all 
| subsequent occasions should not be 80, or 


}any other limited number of days, but 





| until the House further determined. 
Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.) | 


| (6.9.) Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) 
|said that the First Lord of the Treasury 
‘complained some time ago that the 
| criticisms made upon the proposed rules 
ignored the realities to which the rules 
were intended to apply. That observa- 
|tion could scarcely be made of the 
speeches so far as they had proceeded 
to-night. The case of the Irish Members 
was now in the minds of all. It was 
/not enough to treat this proposal in an 
academic sort of way as if they had only 
to consider the propriety of punishing, 
or exacting apologies from, a few recal- 
'citrant Members here and there. He 
would go further and say that it was 
not even enough to treat this rule as if 
it concerned merely the authority of the 
Chair and the dignity of the House. 
The essential reality with which this 
rule was concerned was that which the 
right hon. Baronet opposite pointed out. 
It was the existence in this House of a 
solid political Party declaring itself to be 
a hostile and foreign element in their 
midst. What this rule proposed to do 
was to tell this political Party not merely 
that it shall submit or suffer. These 
were perfectly reasonable or intelligible 
alternatives, and he did not think any- 
‘body would complain of them. He 
'doubted whether they would hear of 
these alternatives from the Irish Party. 
But the rule went farther than that. It 
told this political Party that it shall not 
| merely submit or suffer, but that it shall 
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repent. Well, repentance was not 
quite a pleasing thing with the framers 
of this rule, or some of 
they would consult their theological 
friends, of whom he was sure they 
stood in no need, they would find out 
that theologians for many centuries had 
regarded repentance as a thing altogether 
beyond the human and corrupt will of 


ordinary man; while, of course, there | 


was an inferior kind of repentance, 
following an offence and_ preceding 
punishment, which was called into exist- 
ence by the fear of punishment. The 
First Lord of the Treasury would not 
have any spurious imitation of that kind. 
The right hon. Gentleman made the 
repentance follow the punishment, and it 
was to be extreme and sincere. Did the 
First Lord of the Treasury, did any 
Member of this House, pretend after 
some angry scene such as they had had 
before with the Irish Members, and 
after they had been punished for their 
misdeeds, that they would come back to 
this House. or write letters from their 
various retreats saying that they were 
glowing with humility and remorse, and 
good resolutions, and all the other e'e- 
ments that go to make up an adequate 
repentance? There was no one in the 
House who believed that any such thing 
was possible for a moment, and he 
would ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
to remember his own advice and to keep 
in mind the realities of the situation. 

The right hon. Gentleman, of course, 
like the rest of them, did not believe that 
there was going to be this sincere and 
adequate repentance. Then what were 
the motives for which he introduced the 
rule} What did he contemplate by the 
ule? He must contemplate one of two 
things, either that he would be able to 
subject his old opponents, the Irish 
Members, tothe humiliation of performing 
an insincere act, or else that he would be 
able to drive them out of the House of 
Commons altogether. That the 
situation created bv this proposal. 
Everybody knew that the Irish Members 
would not commit an insincere act. 
They had not only their own feelings 
and honour to consider, and no one 
had ever ventured in the heat of any 
political argument he had heard to cast 
reflections on their personal honour, 
probity, and veracity. They 
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| consider the credit of those whom they 


represented. They had the credit of 
their nation at stake, and they would 
not do a dishonourable thing even to 
oblige the Government. If they would 
not do that, then why had the First 
Lord introduced this rule? The right 
hon. Gentleman knew as well as any- 


body that an apology, to have any value 


whatever, or to be any guarantee of 
future good conduct, must be sincere. 
There were some people who would as 
soon have an involuntary apology as any 
other; but there were other people who 
wolild prefer an enemy’s humiliation 
even to his repentance. That was not 
the spirit in which this House should 
act, but he could not help thinking that 
that was the spirit in which this rule 
hac been framed. The one justification 
which the First Lord had for it, was 
that defiance of the Chair was a thing 
so pbviously, so necessarily wrong that 
it ¢ould not possibly give rise to any 
conscientious conviction on the part of 
the) wrong-doer that he was mght. The 
First Lord might say that the refusal 
to apologise was sheer obstinacy, but 
that would not entitle him to go further 
and demand an admission or confession 
that he was wrong, but also to simulate 
a feeling of regret for his wrong—which 
was a very different and much more 
seripus thing. When anyone did wrong, 
ought they to call upon him to plead 
guilty? It was not wise that in addition 
to punishment for wrong-doing they 
should call on the person for an apology. 
They might as well say that a convicted 
crinjinal should be kept in gaol until he 
crime. ile doubted 
whether even the Church Party would 
propose a step of that kind. When the 
rishh Members defied the Chair--if they 
did it at all—no doubt they were generally 
wrong, perversely wrong; but that was 
notjat all the important thing in this 
connection. The question was not 
whether they were wrong, though they 
might always seem wrong, but whether 
they believed themselves to be justified. 


conlessed his 


In his belief the Irish Members were 


reated withabsolute impartialityand fair- 


ness} in this House. English Members 
thought perhaps that they got a full 
share in the debates. But it was not 
unnhtural that the Irish Members 


shoyld think that they themselves were 
2\0 


| 
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not getting equality of treatment. He | 
confessed that so far as the Government | 
were concerned, there was good ground | 
for that idea. Certainly the Government | 
was not as quick to punish offences com- | 
mitted by their own followers. It might | 
be said, therefore, that that was a very 
different thing—-as of course it was—to 
any want of impartiality in the Chair. 
But suppose [rish Members in the course 
of a debate on, say, a Coercion Act, 
burning under a just sense of their 
national wrongs, adopted the mistaken 


idea that they were receiving an in- | 


equality of treatment not merely from 
the Government but from the Chair, 
what were they to do? They were not 
a majority of the House; they could 
never become a majority of the House; 
and according to their recent declara- 
tions they could not even belong to the 
majority of the House. What then 
were they todo? They had absolutely 
no remedy. We said, and had a right 
to say, that they must nevertheless 
submit; but they, feeling themselves 
so aggrieved as to make it necessary 
for them to make a strong protest—he 
was not defending or extenuating their 
conduct—flew not unnaturally to that 
form of protest which was known as 
detying the Chair. That was a course 
to be severely punished, but as the 
hon. Member for South Longford had 
pointed out, it was not an offence that 
had frequently occurred ; and patience and 
forbearance on the part of the House, 
as a rule, had been found to be the 


best way of dealing with those occasional 


outbursts of passion. Time and toler- 
ance would appear to establish some 
sort of modus vivendi between the House 
and its most irregular sections. Would 
the proposed new method be any better ? 
The Irish might offend again, and they 


would be told to go; but let the House | 


and the Government consider the situa- 
tion which would be created then. 

He thought they would veryimperfectly 
discuss the situation unless they gave full 
consideration to the penalties to be im- 
posed. What would be the effect of a 
general abstension or a forced expulsion 
of the Irish Members from this House ? 
He remembered when the Home Rule 
Bill of 1886 was introduced, there was a 
great perturbation in the minds of 
many Members as to the possibility 
M " Robson. 
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of abstention of the representatives of 
newly enfranchised Jreland; and there 
were many statesmen who thought 
that such a line of policy in Ireland 
would break down our constitutional 
system altogether. Well, it might be 
said now that the fears so freely ex- 
pressed then, and which undoubtedly 
made many Home Rulers, were ground- 
less. The Irish Members had not 
absented themselves ; they came to this 
House because they knew that they 
could get something for their Nation 
by thecoming. He ventured to say that 
the motives that operated on them 
hitherto would continue to operate. 
There was the possibility of getting 
£150,000,000 for land purchase. Those 
motives, however, powerful as they were, 
had never been weighed against a 
demand on the part of this Parliament 
that the Irish representatives should 
submit to an intolerable stigma and 
insult. Those motives had not been 
put into such explicit and direct 
antagonism with national self-respect as 
they would be when the Irish Members 
were suspended from the service of this 
House, and were called upon to make a 
sincere apology—what everybody knew 


would be an insincere apology. Was it 
worth these rules to run a risk like 


that? In any event an expulsion of 
this kind, lasting perhaps for a whole 
Parliament, would add very much to 
the bitterness of the perennial conflict 
which existed between the two islands, 
and which all of us were so anxious to 
modify or remove. It would add to the 
anti constitutional forces in Ireland, and 
what gain should we derive from that! 
The prospect of expelling the Irish 
representatives might be pleasing to 
some hon. Members opposite, but they 
must be conscious sometimes of the 
complete failure of Tory policy in relation 
to Ireland. The Tory Party might not be 
unwilling to impose this humiliation on 
the Irish Members. If humiliation 
could pacify Ireland, Ireland would have 
been at peace long ago. Humiliation 
would not pacify Ireland, and as an 
Englishman he did not wish to add to 
the number of these humiliations. 
Certainly it would bea crowning and cub 
minating surrender on the part of hot. 
Members opposite, if after all their 
sacrifices of principle in regard to Irish 
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legislation, they were to inaugurate, as 
this rule would do, a policy of practical 
separation, because that was what it 
would come to. He remembered the 
ery in 1886 that “We cannot part with 
the Irish Members;” but was the end 
of their policy to be that, under cover of 
this rule, they were to expel the Irish 
Members? If that was to be done, let 
them approach it in a manner somewhat 
more honourable te England. 


* (6.28.) Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL 
(Oldham) said he did not join the 
hon. Member who had just sat down 
in the sneers in which he had 
indulged in regard to the Church 
Party—a Party with which he had 
no more connection than the hon. 
Member himself. Nor did he agree with 
the hon. Member in the insinuation he 
had made as to the partiality of the 
Government in dealing with offences in 
Committee committed by Members on 
their own side of the House, an insinua- 
tion for which there was no particle or 
shadow of justification. Nor did he 
agree with the hon. Member in the 
singular levity with which he had 
thought fit to speak of the very grave 


and serious offence of defying the 
Chair. At the same time he thought 


that the penalties which the Govern- 
ment proposed in this rule were too 
high, and he would give a few precise 
reasons for that opinion. He must be 
permitted, first of all, to make it quite 
plain that he had not the slightest desire 
to weaken the authority of the Chair. 
If the respect which the Chair demanded 
were dependent upon the penalties, so 
far from reducing the penalties, it 
might even seem desirable to increase 
them. But it was quite impossible 
to determine any exact relation between 
the penalties at the command of 
authority and the respect in which 
the authority was held. Over-severity 
was just as poor a check on lawless- 
ness as undue lenity of any kind. 
He could not help thinking that the 
Government had in their mind the scenes 
which occurred in the House last session. 
It might have occurred to many hon 
Members that that event made a very 
deep impression upon all concerned, but 
its very occurrence was a guarantee 
against its recurrence. The question of 
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| penalties was a matter of opinion. No 
doubt there were a large number 
of | hon. Members who, upon the 
whple, by constitution, nature, and by 
reasoning process, inclined themselves to 
the} side of compromise and moderation. 
It was quite evident that in regard 
to the penalty of suspension there was a 
limit, after a certain period had passed, 
when the act of doing justice to the 
Member was merged into an act of doing 
an injustice to the constituency which 
| was ddisfranchised. In the new rules the 

Government had not thought fit to ask 
‘for more than 80 days as the maximum 
punishment except in the case of an 
offence committed within the first two 
months of the session. If 80 days was 
| the ‘maximum, surely it should be 
reserved for the worst offence against 
Parliamentary honour and dignity. He 
thought the House would agree that the 
introduction of the element of force in a 
legislative assembly was so shocking and 
terrifying to the sense of the House that 
it should be marked totally different to 
an offence of any other kind. If they 
took 80 days as the actual punishment it 
would seem that the other offences should 
be mich more lightly punished. He had 
put an Amendment on the Paper which 
sugg¢sted that the penalty which the 
Government set forth should be half of 
what) was proposed, If that were accepted 
it would make the penalties run 10, 20, 
40, and 80 days respectively, progressive 
in severity according to the progressive 
gravity of the various offences. 

Upon these grounds he would urgea more 
mod¢rate proposal upon the House and 
the Government. The proposition of the 
Government was that the old penalty 
should not be doubled, but quadrupled. 
Surely there was a large number of hon. 
Members who would consider that the 
ends| of justice would be satisfied if 
the penalties were doubled. He could not 
think that there was any question 
of want of confidence or polit cal 
principle involved. This was a question 
which every hon. Member should settle 
for himself in whatever way he thought 
was the best interests of the House of 
Commons. Through the action of the 
Under Secretary of Foreign Affairs they 
had had presented to them an interesting 
statement of what was done in foreign 
Parliaments. The Return was not very 
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easy to make out, because the conditions 
were so different. In France the punish- 
ments were the most severe. Should the 
Chamber become tempestuous and the 
President unable to calm it, he was 
instructed to put on his hat. If that 
did not succeed, he might threaten to 
suspend the sitting, and in the ultimate 
issue he might suspend the sitting 
altogether, and the Member on whose 
account the suspension had taken place 
would be suspended for eight sittings ; 
under other circumstances he would be 
suspended for 15 sittings. In a very 
extreme case (he did not see how it 
could possibly arise) if a Member of the 
French Parliament managed in one 
sitting to get suspended twice for eight 
sittings, then he might be suspended for 
30 sittings. That was the punishment 
in the most. severe of all foreign Parlia- 
ments about which they had any 
information. In the Belgian Parl’ament 
the suspension was for eight sittings, 
and other circumstances 15 sittings. In 
Italy the period of suspension was eight 
sittings, and if the Member returned 
before the expiration of his period of 
exclusion his eight sittings were doubled. 
In the United States they had nothing 
definite, although in the last paragraph 
of the Return there were some rather 
onerous prohibitions against smoking on 
the floor of the House. Surely these 
penalties enforced by the practice of 
Kurope ought to be taken into considera- 
tion by the House and the Government 
in iraming rules for their guidance. If 
they adopted half the penalties which the 
Government were asking for, eventhen, in 
the matter of punishments, the pre- 
eminence of the Mother of Parlia nents 
would still be secured and maintained. 

He would omy cive one more reason. 
The First Lord o/ the Treasury on Friday 
last repudiated the idea that those penal 
were directed in any special 


measures 
way against hon. Members from Ireland. 
He wondered whether every hon. Member 
who voted for them would keep that 
prominently before hismind. [t was not 
a serious thing t > disfranchise for a month 
orsix months some obscure and shockingly 
over-represented [rish constituency where 
there was at times chronic discontent, 
and where excellent and adequate police 
machinery existed for dealing with the 
discontent; but the test they must 
Mr. Winston Churchill. 
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merit, and command agreement among 
those in some great constituency who 
would be likely to sympathise with their 
representative in the action which he 
had been led into taking, however wrong- 
fully. The House ought not to forget 
the case of Mr. Plimsoll. No man could 
have offended more against the Rules of 
the House than Mr. Plimsoll, for he used 
violent language, was disorderly in 
debate, preferred a serious charge against 
another hon. Member which was found 
afterwards to be baseless, shook his fist 
in the face of Mr. Disraeli, and left the 
House stating that he would not with- 
draw one single word of what he had 
said. The rules in those days permitted 
an elasticity which, if he might judge by 
some comments made lately, hon. Mem- 
bers did not profess to admire. Mr. 
Plimsoll was given a week to consider 
his position, and on returning he declined 
to withdraw the substance of what he 
said, but he made amends for his dis- 
orderly conduct, which showed that a 
respectful apology was not incompatible 
even with the most strenuous protest. 
But although Mr. Plimsoll’s apology was 
of a qualified nature, the House was dis- 
posed to be generous, and he was allowed 
to resume his seat, and the mark of his 
work was set upon every ship that went to 
sea. If those new rules had been in force 
Mr. Plimsoll would have b 
ally excluded from the service of the 
House foramonth. Hon. Members who 
were capable of taking an interest in 
public affairs at that eariy date would no 
doubt remember that there very 
considerable volume of opinion in the 
country, andii that rule had been in force 
there would have sympathetic 
demonstrations very derogatory to the 
{louse and to the Chair. But that would 
not be all. The Merchant Shipping Bill 
which the Government hen pro- 
ceeding with, could ot have been pro- 
ceeded with any further that session. A 


en automatie 


was a 


peen 


i 
were t 
} 


special emergency Bill was introduced, in 
which Mr, Plimsoll was the guiding 
spirit, which dealt with a matter involv- 
ing a question of life and death, and 
that legislation would been pre 
vented trom passing if the rule had been 
in operation which the Government are 
This was a view which 


have 
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he held strongly, and he earnestly hoped | 


that the Government would carefully con-. 


sider it. He humbly submitted that if 
the penalties which the Government 
were asking were even halved, although 
that might not be sufticient to satisfy the 
appetite of Parliamentary martinets, it 
would be sufficient to deal with the new 
difficulties with which they had been con- 
fronted, and the public could not be 
further increased with any correspond- 
ing advantage to the House. 


*(6.45.) Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Sat- 
fron Walden) said that up to the present 
moment nobody except the First Lord of 
the Treasury had attempted to justify 
the proposal the House was now con- 
sidering. ‘Che right hon. gentleman 
suggested two reasons why an apology 
should be added to the punishment. in- 
flicted upon Members when they defied 
the Chair. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that Gentlemen were bound to apolo- 
gise by all the dictates of good taste, but 
it was, he thought, undesirable to punish 
Members and at the same time to inflict 
on them the degrading humiliation of an 
apology. If the utterances of members of 
the (sovernment were to be tested by the 
standard of good taste, there would be a 
great difference of opinion as to what 
was good taste and what was not, and 
there were a large number of individuals 
on the Government Benches who would 
always decline to apologise for that which 
might appear to others to be a breach 
of good taste or good manners. The 
right hon.Gentlemanalso said that, whether 
hon. Members were right or wrong, 
they were not right in resisting the Chair, 
and upon that ground he urged that this 
apology should be given in addition to 
the punishment of suspension. As had 
been pointed out in the course of the 
debate this evening, the offence was not 
against Mr. Speaker but against the 
House. But the House had no desire to 
discuss whether it was an cffence against 
Mr. Speaker or the House. Mr. Speaker 
derived his authority from the House, 
and if any individual defied the authority 
of the Chair he resisted the Rules of the 
House, and committed an offence against 
the House. In his opinion this rule was 
an attempt to impose a revengeful 
humiliation on Members. There were 
many Gentlemen who, on account simply | 
of their temperament, were not disposed 


{11 FEBRUARY 





1902} Debate. 1046 


to admit errors when they committed 
them, and there was no doubt that they 
derived a good deal of support from the 

very ink thility to admit their errors. No 
justific: ation, in his opinion, had been 
given for trying to impose this humilia- 
tion on the House. Let the House con- 
sider what might occur if any Member 
representing a Nationalist Constituency 
in|the House, or a member of what was 
called the Church Party, whose views of 
morality impressed the House on the 
previous Wednesday, who felt and spoke 
strongly and conscientiously upon a ques- 
tion, came into conflict with the Chair. If 
called upon to apologise, that Member 
wolild decline, and that would mean that 
the| constituency for which he sat would be 
disiranchised. But he might apply for 
the Chiltern Hundreds, which had never 
yet been refused to an hon. Member, and 
appeal to his constituents, and on his being 
again returned the question for the House 
would be whether, an individual having 
appealed to his constituents and having 
bee 1, re-elected, it would be necessary to 
impose the apology upon him or regard 
him jas a new Member. They might have 
a wljole Party resisting the Chair in the 





samd way, and if an attempt were 
mad? to force an apology — from 
then| a large district might be dis- 


frandhised, and if a thing of that kind 
occurred it would not be a question of 
public demonstration in public parks. it 
would in some parts almost promote civil 


war.| Criminals expiated their offences 
by serving their time in the convict 
establishments or gaols of the country, 
and |if members purged their offence 


| ‘s¢ 
by suspension, that ought to be sufficient. 


This proposal was only “worthy ot children 
in the nursery. Not satisfied with the 
suspension, the Government were propos- 
ing th put hon. Members in a corner, and 
woul forbid them to come out until 
they | had promised to be good. He 
walaaaaee’ that these penalties were 
not teeded; they had not been needed 
in the past, and he did not believe 
they | would be needed in the future. 
He had supported the Government in 
most|of the divisions up to the present 
moment in the matter of the rules, but 
he felt most strongly that if they tried 
to force Members to apologise in addition 
» penalty of suspension they would 
nly do injustice to the individuals 
the House, but they 
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would also undermine the authority of | 
the Chair. 


(*6.56) Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hert- 


fordshire, St. Albans) said that, in 
spite of the First Lord of the 
Treasury, having stated clearly that 
this rule was not directed against 


any particular section of the House, 
it had been said by many that 
it had been directed at the Irish 


senches, and that the rule had been 
drawn with the view of bringing them 
under its penalties. But with whatever 
object the rule was made, it might in time 
be used against the Party who made it. 


He recalled what happened in 1893, 
Certain Members, himself among the 
number, in that year disregarded 
the authority of the Chair, and in 


they were right in 
certainly received the 
unanimous support of the Party to 
which he belonged in his resistance. 
Some such conditions might arise again ; 
indeed, they were very likely to do so, 
because the House had not only to deal 
with Mr. Speaker or his successors, but 
with three or more than three Gentle- 
men; for the House would remember 
that the Deputy Chairman might be 
drawn from the rank and file of the 
House, fighting men, and they might 
not have the cool-headed impartiality of 
Mr. Speaker, and in that case they 
might have, not one single hot-headed 
individual, but a great historic Party, 
feeling that the Deputy Speaker was 


his judgment 
doing so. He 


biassed by the reeent conflicts in 
which he had been engaged with a 


particular Party, and a state of things 
would arise to which the Wilkes 
troubles would be a mere trifle. That 


was the position, and he — wished 
hon. Members to recognise it, which 


might be reached under the new rule. 
His criticism was not on the strictness 
of the rule, but upon its want of 
elasticity. An hon. Member might with- 
out justification be led to disregard the 
ruling of the Chair ence,and have received 
moderate punishment, and the 
punishment would be increased, but on 
the third might have 
received gross provocation, of which the 
Deputy Speaker had taken no notice, 
when the whole of his Party felt he 
was justified in using the language he 


twice, 


occasion he 
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did; ani he would be suspended for the 
rest of the session. Well, if he applied 
for the Chiltern Hundreds, went down 
to his constitutents and offered himself 
for re-election and was again returned, 
he would come back a sort of patriot. 


The part of the rule which he 
thoroughly disapproved, and against 


which he would fight tooth and nail, 
was the apology. It would be less 
objectionable if merely an apology were 
demanded. A Member’ might be 
willing to apologise to the Chair for 
annoyance or vexatious conduct, reserv- 
ing the feeling that, so far as_ his 
political action was concerned, he was 
justified in the course he had taken, 
But that could not be done under the 
rule as proposed. ‘The Member had to 
express his “* sincere regret ’’—regret with 
an epithet. Were they gods, to tell 
whether or not man was_ sincere! 
Could anyone tell whether he himself 
was sincere in the speech he was now 
making, or whether he was acting 
a part? [Laughter.] He was afraid, 
judging by that laughter, that the Oppo- 
sition did not realise that he felt most 
keenly on this matter. Such an avology 
was worse than useless. If it 
as a sort of blackmail—he could not 
believe that that was the object—it 
would inean the practical disfranchisement 
of a constituency represented by a man 
of honour. There was no humiliation in 


was used 


apologising for bad behaviour. ‘There 
was humiliation in acting wrongly ; there 


was credit and distinetion in 
it, if one felt oneself to be in the wrong; 
but where was the value of forcing a man 
at the point of the bayonet to say some- 
thing he did not really mean! The only 
result would be to place in the hands of 
the party in power a means of driving 
out of the House inconvenient Members 
of the minority. It was not impossible 
that some day he might Member of 
a minority who felt it their absolute duty 
to take an extreme When a 
Member loitered in the lobby during a 
division—which was the awfully disgvace- 
ful thing he did in connection with the 
Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister 
sill on the previous Wednesday—and 
when a Member made a speech longer 
than was necessary, which came to pre- 
cisely the same thing (and hon. Members 
for Ireland would probably admit having 


owning to 


he ah 


course. 


done it), the moral law was not broken, 
Mr. J: a Peuse. : 
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Such a Member might possibly have | 


broken the law of decorum or even of 
decency, but the whole question was one 


of the Member’s own sense of proportion | 


whether it was right or wrong. Obviously, 
if a Bill was introduced for promoting 


polygamy or anything else thoroughly | 


bad, all would admit that a man would 


be neglecting his duty if he did not, in| 


every conceivable way, endeavour to pro- 
tect his country from such a misfortune. 
In less serious matters it was a question 
for the individual Member. The occur 
rences with which the rule was intended 
to deal did not arise from mere turbulence, 
or a desire to be offensive ; they always 
had as their base a claim of right, no 
matter how wrong-headed or unreason- 
able that claim might be. Members 
came into conflict with the Chair, as a 
rule, because they felt that they either 
had been or were being ill-used, and they 
sought to bring their sense of injustice 
before the House by conduct which, per- 
haps, by the strict letter of the law, was 
not justifiable. Such Members should be 
treated with as mach leniency as possible, 
consistently with the management of the 
House. He did not know whether the 
penalties proposed were exactly of the 
proper weight, but there was a strong feel- 
ing among many who desired to support 
the Leader of the House, that the provision 
as to an apology was undesirable. He, 
therefore, thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man would do wisely if, as 
possible, he disconnected the two parts of 
the proposal, so that those who desired 
to support the increased penalties—as he 
did -counld vote for the new rule, which 
in its present form they could not do. 


(7.10.) Mr. POWER (Waterford, FE.) 
thought the House had reason to complain 
of the manner in which this important 
proposal had been moved. Although it 
Was one of the most far-reaching Motions 
ever submitted to the House, the First 
Lord of the Treasury did not introduce 
it himself, and the hon. Member for the 
Thirsk Division threw little or no light on 
the subject. No case whatever had been 
made out for the proposed alterations 
The particular rule under discussion was 
uluded to in the most cursory manner in 
the opening speech of the First Lord of 
the Treasury, although it struck at the 
liberty of Members of the House. The 
result of the Rules would be to exalt the 


SOON as 


Ministry and deprive private Members of | which, 
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most of the rights they at present en- 
joyed. The aim of every Government 
ought to be to protect the minority, not 
to pdrsecute them, but most of the present 
proppsals were aimed at the minority, with 
a view to singling them out and punishing 
then) if they were not faithful followers 
of the powers that be. If there was 
previously any doubt as to whom the 
Rul¢ was aimed at, it had been dissipated 
by the speech of the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Bassetlaw Division. 
The} proposals were aimed at the Irish 
Members as a body, principally because 
of the occurrences of last March. The 
First Lord of the Treasury had never 
beer able to say which of the Standing 
Orders were broken by the Irish 
Methbers on that oceasion, and though 
theye proceedings might have been 
a they did not jeopardise 
any| Bill, as was done by the action of 
certain Members of the Unionist Party 
reedntly. Another reason for the 
opppsition of Irishmen to the Rules was 
the|source from which they came. The 
First Lord of the Treasury had earned 
his jreputation as a statesman chiefly by 











the} perpetual coercion of Ireland. The 
right hon. Gentleman obtained _ his 


Coercion Act by the assistance of forged 
lettbrs, at a time when public feeling was 
high, and he had violated his pledge 
that there should be an appeal from 
the} decision, of removable magistrates. 
Any rules, therefore, brought in by the 
right hon. Gentleman would be viewed 
with suspicion. Nothing in the present 
proposals would eure the evils w:th 
which the House was confronted, and 
belipving that they were proposed witha 
view to the disfranchisement of the 
Irish people, and the punishment of 
their representatives, the Lrish Members 
would not be doing their duty if they 
did hot, by every means in their power, 
protest against those proposals. 


(7)15.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T have 
listerjed with great attention tothe debate 
to-ni¢ht, and if I rise now to take part 
in it) | must frankly admit it is not 
because | think that very many argu- 
ment} have advanced by the 
previgus speakers with which the [House 
is not extremely familiar, and that the 
House does not know the answer 

on one side or the other, they 


’ 
peen 


| 
| 
| 
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| 
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| 
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naturally provoke. But I think if I 
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remained longer silent, I might be 
supposed to be encouraging a prolon- 
gation of a stage of this debate which 
the House may think it convenient 


not to prolong indefinitely, because it | 


will be noticed that there will be full 
opportunity of discussing in detail all 
the points on which speeches have been 
made tonight on special Amendments, 
and of considering afterwards what 
the general effect is of the Amendment 
in the shape in which the House will 
pass it. I therefore personally depre- 
cate a great prolongation of this stage 
of the discussion upon a rule which 
naturally and properly excites great 
interest, and which should be discussed 
very fully and in every aspect. 

I wish to say a very few words upon 
two. points which have come under 
discussion. ‘The first of these points is 
the amount of the penalty inflicted by 
the rule, and the other is the question 
of apology. As regards the amount of 
the penalty, of course we may argue 
for ever as to whether it should be 
placed at this figure or that figure. 
No demonstration is possible that a 
particular figure is better than atother 
one. But there was one argument that 
fell from the hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Longford, which certainly 
indicated to my mind that the exist- 
ing penalties are not sufficient, and 
that an augmentation of the penalties 
would be followed by a diminution of 
the offences, which is the object at 
which legislation should be aimed. The 
hon.Gentleman pointed out—not arguing, 
I admit, to the matter with which | 
am dealing — with considerable force 
that the penalty for a second offence, 
which is now a fortnight, has been 
sufficient to prevent a second offence. 
That at all events shows that a 
week is not sufficient, and that if the 
House fixed the penalty at a fortnight 
we should not even have a_ first 
offence. Now I pass to what I think 
has been touched upon by my _ hon. 
friend the Member for Oldham—the 
penalties in foreign Parliaments. A 
Return has been laid on the Table of 
the House. It has necessarily been 
hastily prepared, and has those imper 
fections in point of form which inevitably 
attend upon haste; but that Return quite 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
conclusively shows that the practice of 
‘foreign Parliaments is not the practice 
'we are seeking to introduce at the 
present time. I do 


‘which is more important. 
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not think any- 
body would be disposed to deny that if 
we are proposing this change it is not 
because we are following the examples 
set to us by foreign legislatures, but 
because a contemplation of the events 
which have taken place in our own 
Assembly has convinced us that some 
change is necessary. It is not worth 
while to discuss what the practice of 
foreign legislatures is unless we have 
come to the conclusion that the kind 
of order preserved in foreign legislatures 
is the kind of order we want to see in 
our own Assembly. It would be most 
unbecoming of me to discuss that ques- 
tion in detail, but | make this observa- 
tion, andif anybody will make a general 
study of the procedure in _ foreign 
Assemblies he will see the full applica- 
tion of it. I do not defend, hecause it 
is impossible to defend, the number 20 
as against the number 10, or the number 
20 as against the number 30: itis not 
susceptible of logical or mathematical 
treatment. We think that the number 
we have fixed upon onthe whole is the 
best number, and we trust the House 
will support us in maintaining it. 
Now I other matter, 
The first 
thing is the injury which it is supposed 
is done to a constituency by depriving 
this House of a Member’s services and 
the constituency of that Member's ser- 
vices when he is, for defying the authority 
of the Chair, expelled for a certain number 
of days. I! confess | have no sympathy 
whatever with the constituency. [ doubt 
not that the Member will be amenable 
to the voice of his constituency ; and, 
in any case, they have deliberately chosen 
a gentleman to represent them, and if 
that gentleman shows that he really 
does not understand those fundamental 
principles without which no representa- 
tive assembly can expect to carry on its 
' think nobody is to blame 
but themselves. If we are compelled to 
consideranothercase—which was brought 
to our notice by, 1 think, the Leader of 
the Irish Party and by other speakers in 
that quarter of the House—a case in 
which the constituency sympathises with 
the action of their Member, then it is 


come to the 


business, 
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quite evident that they, at all events, 
have not the smallest title or claim to 
oursympathy. I pass now tothe question 
of apology. It seems to me, and I confess 
I am rather surprised at it, to have 
excited more feeling in all quarters of 
the House than, perhaps, the mere in- 
crease of the punishment laid down by 
the Standing Order. I confess myself 
to be wholly out of sympathy with almost 
everything that | have heard from hon. 
Gentlemen upon this subject. The hon. 
and learned Gentleman opposite described 
this apology as, among other things, a 
stigma and an insult to those who were 
expected to make it; and my hon. friend 
who has just spoken I think took very 
much the same line. He, also, thinks it 
a stigma and an insult to be required to 
apologise to the Chair, and to the House 
for having disregarded the authority of 
the Chair, before resuming his place in 
our deliberations. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS said he never 
made any such statement. What he 
said was that in a case where he 
thought he was justified in breaking 
the ordinary decorum of the 
House, and where he found him- 
self supported by the bulk of his Party, 
he should imagine he was right in the 
course he had taken and should find it 
impossible to express sincere regret. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My _ hon. 
friend’s distinction is rather a subtle 
one. He is perfectly ready to apologise, 
but he is not ready to express regret. 

AN Hon. Member: *‘ Sincere regret.’ 

Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: I hope he is 
not able to express regret which is in- 
sincere. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS: Perfectly able, 


but not willing. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is difficult to 
define this metaphysical distinction 
between an apology and an expression 
of regret. What does any hon. Member 
of this House mean, when he un- 
reservedly apologises, which is different 
from an expression of regret for what he 
has done? A man must indulge in 
many metaphysical subjects before he 
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sees the whole breadth of the distinction 
which! my hon. friend makes between a 
rule of which he would approve and ¢ 
rule of which he would disapprove ; a 
to leave that distinction and to go to the 
epithet “sincere,” I imagine my hon. 
friend would never think of making an 
apology which was not a sincere apology. 
The thing really turns upon the use of 
the word § ‘sincere ” and the distinction 
he seeks to draw between the effect of an 
apology and the effect of expressing regret. 
My hon}. friend, although I do not agree 
with th ie general tenor of his speech, “did 
one service in this debate—he cle arly 
showed that the Irish Party in insisting 
upon regarding this Rule as aimed at 
themselves, were labouring under a great 
mistake. My hon. friend looks back at 
the tinje when he, as far as { can make 
out by|his own account, did something 
for w hit th he ought to have been re quired 
to exprpss his sincere regret. 

Mr. VICARY GIBBS 
should be under your Rule. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: And he looks 
forward| to a time when the historic 
Party td which he and I belong are 
apparently to be included in the same 
condemnation, are all to be expelled from 
the House and compelled to express our 
sincere rdgret before we are allowed to: 
return. | do not know whether my 
headlong |passion will ever induce me in 
some moment of strange enthusiasm to 
defy the authority of the Chair, but | 
can most| truly say to my hon. friend 
that if ¢ver I was betrayed into 
an action of that kind, and if 
ever I wak, in consequence, named by 
Mr. Speaker and required to withdraw 
from the |precincts of the House, [ 
should have not the smallest hesitation 
in expressit\g my sincere regret for the 
action | had taken, whatever my view 
might be as to the merits of the par- 
ticular quarrel which had betrayed me 
into this unhappy policy. 


Debate. 





Yor which I 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.): 


That is a voluntary *xpression. 


Not at all. IJ 


victim of 


Mr. A. J. BALFOU R 
am imagining myself to be a 
this Rule. | 
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Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): There is no fear of that— 
nor any other Tory Member of the 
House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My _ hon. 
friend the Member for St. Albans 
has considerable fear that he will be 
put in that unfortunate position, as I 
understand him; and I feel perfectly 
certain that, whatever his view may be 
of the rights and wrongs of the con- 
troversy he has had with the Chair, he 
would not shrink from expressing his 
sincere regret that he had defied the 
Chair, as he is not expected to give an 
opinion upon the real merits of the 
quarrel. 1 do not understand this out- 
burst of ethical indignation which has 
been directed against this rule. What 
is more common in our debates than 
some Gentleman being betrayed by his 
feelings into expressing an opinion of 
opponent which he sincerely 

to be true but which exceeds 
the license of debate. He is ealled 
upon unreservedly to withdraw. 
[An Hen. Memper: He is not 
punished.”’] He is not pressed, but if he 
does unreservedly withdraw, he does 
that without prejudice to the fact that 
he believes that what he has said, though 
most improper to Parliamentary debate, 
most accurately represents the facts I 
will not say that that is a daily occur- 
rence, but it is not an infrequent 
Some of us say exactly 


some 
believes 


occurrence. 
what we think in language extremely 
well fitted to convey to everybody; but 
itis a transgression of the well under- 
stood order Ol debate, and the speak r is 
called upon to withdraw language which 
was pertectly true, which he believed to 
be perfectly true before he uttered it, 
and which he believes, after he with- 
draws it, is true. Is that a great 
violation of some moral principle? The 
trouble is that, unless a man is prepared 
to submit to the ruling of the Chair, be 
he may be 
aman of infinite infinite 
merit, capable of rendering great services 
to his country—-he is not a fit Member of 
this House, and [ absolutely repudiate 
the doctrine which seems to have been 
almost admitted from more than one 
quarter of the House, that there are 
circumstances under which defying the 


that ruling right or wrong 
patriotism, of 


{COMMONS} 
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(Chair may be regarded as a legitimate 

political weapon. There are no such 
circumstances. The hon. Gentleman the 
| Member for Waterford, in the speech he 
' made in the Second Reading debate, in 
'a tone which was characteristically 
moderate, but with a threat which was 
characteristically immoderate, indicated 
that the time might come when he and 
the whole of his Party for some political 
end, which to them seemed adequate, 
might think it their duty to defy the 
Chair. Very well, all I can say is, that 
if that be the doctrine of the hon. Gen- 
tleman and his friends, I do not think, 
in that respect, and when they do that, 
they will show themselves fitting Mem- 
bers of this Assembly, and nothing that 
anybody can say or do would make me 
regard men holding that position as any 
addition to our strength and dignity. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal. 8.): 


Then let us go to our own country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
think that anything bas been said in 
the course of this debate to make me 
alter that view. I do not know whether 
Gentlemen from Ireland will believe me 
when I say, but I can most sincerely 


say, that no insult to them or any- 
hody else was intended by us in 
framing this rule. We thought when 
framing it, and we think now, that 


when a Member deliberately retuses to 
obey the Chair he ought, before resum- 
ing his duties in this House, to express 
his sincere regret, and [| was astounded 
that this appeared a matter of intense 
surprise to the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for South Shields, he is a lawyer 
of great distinction, and, I believe, well 
understands the practice of the law 
courts, that an apology is exacted from 
a man who is committed for contempt 
of court before he is allowed to come 
out of prison. 


Mr. ROBSON: He is not asked to 
say that he is sincerely sorry. He is 
asked to submit to the authority of the 
court. He may even be called upon to 
admit that he is wrong. But each of 
these things is something totally different 
from bringing himself into a particular 
frame of mind, 

! 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A great many 
subtle and unsubstantial distinctions 
have been drawn in the course of this 
debate, but the most unsubstantial is 
that which the hon. Member has just 
given us. Apparently, unless I mis- 
understood him, the court requires, or 
may require, a person committed for 
contempt of court to make an expression 
of opinion that he was wrong. [Cries 
of “ No. no!”] Tf understood that was 
what the hon. Gentleman said. That is 
not what is exacted from a Member in 
this case. Heis asked to admit that he 
was wrong in what he did, namely, the 
act of defying the authority of the Chair, 
and, therefore, if there is to be a eom- 
parison drawn between the practice of 
the law courts and this House, I venture 
to point out to the hon. Gentleman that 
the courts of law, and not the House of 
Commons, are open to the strictures 
levelled against it. Under these cireum- 
stances I hope the House will assent 
without substantial modification to the 
rules we have proposed. 1 do not think 
that in their character they are provo- 
ecative. They certainly are not intended 
to he provocative. I do not think they 
will be harsh in their operation. I do 
not think they will exelude from this 
House any man who has a right to sit 
here ; and I do not think that they will 
impose on any Member of this House 
the necessity of choosing between that 
which his conscience requires him to do, 
and that which his interest or duty as 
a Member of Parliament eall upon ‘him 
to perform, 


(7.58.) Str TH. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN: The right hon. Gentleman 
at the beginning of his speech 
plained of the lack of argument which 
has been shown in the various speeches 
in the course of the debate, but I did net 
notice any new or very strong argument 
in the course of his speech. Above al 
he has omitted something which, whether 
you call it argument or fact, would have 
had more effect on the minds of men than 
anything else he could have said. What 
is the reason for any new rule of this kind 
dealing with disorderly behaviour ? What 
is the reason for altering the existing rule 
at all? That is the point which the right 
hon. Gentleman has left absolutely un- 
touched. He refers to the Paper which 
has been laid before us explaining the 


com- 


' 
; 
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modes in different foreign Assemblies of 
dealing with disorder, and he said—‘ We 
do not found ‘ourselves upon that at all. 
We found the alteration in the rule that 
is proposed in the contemplation of events 
that has oceurred in our own Assembly.” 
What are these events! There is abso- 
lutely no case made out at all. From 
first to last there has not been one word 
said to justifiy any alteration. On the 
contrary, we have it admitted that, so far 
as the greater penalties are concerned, 
they never have been put into operation, 
so that they at least have been successful ; 
and as to the minor penalties and the 
general tone of order in the House, what 
is the case on which the right hon. Gentie- 
man founds this additional demand / 


[t seems to me, before going into all these 
questions of particular periods and apolo- 
gies, that is the question that underlies 
the whole matter. We want to know 
why you should meddle with that which 
is working well already. If it is nos 
working well, let it be proved that it is 
not working well. There is no instance 
that can be put, or fact that can be ad- 
dueed from our past experience, to justify 
any alteration whatever. There is one 
thing which, [ think, is a weakness. It 
is a theoretical, but not an absolutely 
practical, weakness. It seems to me that 
the first term of days is counted by 
calendar days and not by days of the 
sitting of the House. In one instance, 
which is before our mind, I beiieve the 
Member was suspended at the  begin- 
ning of the Whitsuntide holidays, and 
therefore the punishment was reduced 
in that case to a faree. But, if the 
rule was worth amending at all, a very 
slight amendment would have got rid of 
that. ‘Chere has been no attempt made 
to justify, in any degree whatever, the 
strong measures which are now pro- 
posed: and I think it is astonishing that 
the right hon. Gentleman, in the long 
speech he made in the preliminary 
debate, and again to-night, in the middle 
of the discussion, has omitted to do that 
which was the first thing he had to do 
—namely, to explain to the House why 
it was that the Government, with all 
the business of the session before them, 
and all the other rules to pass, which 
cannot be passed in one day or in two, 
have thought it necessary to imtroduce 
this particular rule without giv ng any 
1 have already spoken on 


reason for it. 
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the general question, and I do not wish | 
ing the business of the House, there is 


to repeat anything | have said. But 
with regard to the term of punishment 
by suspension, | have aiready said that 
in one particular it might be st ffened. 
It was rather absurd to have all the 
formalities of naming and voting, and 
pompously fixing a penalty upon a 
Member, knowing all the time that the 
penalty was a farce. That is a ground 
of weakness I detect in the present 
arrangement. 

But now, Sir, with regard to this 
question of apology, which, I think, 
goes more home to the feelings of the 
House than any other question. I have 
observed a strong disposition to regard 
tne matter as one affecting almost the 
personal dignity of the Chair, and that 
the offence the Member is punished for 
is disregarding the authority of the 
Chair. I have to point out to the 
House that there is a good deal more 
than that. It is wider. The rule says— 

*“That whenever any Member shall have 
been named by the Speaker, or by the Chair- 
man of a Committee of the whole House, 
immediately after the commission of the 
offence of disregarding the authority of the 
Chair, or of abusing the rules of the Ionse, 
by persistently and wilfully obstructing the 
business of the House, or otherwise. . . .” 
Such an apology is due to the Speaker 
as one man offers to another, but there 
is no particuar apology due to the 
Speaker for this general offence against 
the rules of the House which are 
referred to in the latter part of the 
clause I have read. With regard to the 
whole question of apology, the governing 
fact there was omitted from view, as it 
seems to me. entirely by the right hon. 
Gentleman. It is a punishment plus a 
punishment. The right hon. Gentleman 
spoke cf contempt of Court, and stated 
that when a man is committed to 
prison for contempt of Court, he 
is not released until he apologises. But 
he is punished only until he apologises, 
whereas here a definite term of punish- 
ment is proposed, and then we say that in 
addition an apology shall be required. 
The case of contempt of Court is not at 
all analogous, for there the submission 
to the Court is the principal thing, and 
the offender is put in prison in order 
to make him apologise. 
the offender has been found guilty of 
persistently and wilfully disregarding the 


Sir H, Camphell-Bannerman. 
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authority of the Chair, and of obstruct- 


no locus penitentie on the spot. He is 
immediately suspended and the other 
consequences follow. Then we ave in- 
vited to commit the absurdity, as I think 
it, of exacting for a man a “sincere 
apology.” I appeal to the right hon, 
Gentleman in regard to that whether 
you can exact an ample, a profuse, 
or a full apology, because you can be 
the judge of whether it is ample, pro- 
fuse, or full. But you cannot be a judge 
of its sincerity. 1 am not a_philo- 
sopher ; but I believe that the difference 
is that the one quality is objective and 
the latter subjective. I think it’ puts 
Members in a false position to talk of 
their sincerity or their insincerity. It is 
absurd for us to lay down any such 
condition as that before we gllow him 
to resume services in the House. I am 
extremely disappointed that the right 
hon. Gentleman did not get up at this 
stage, or even earlier, and consent to 
abandon this condition. Certainly the 
public have been led to believe that that 
course would be taken ; and I am sure 
that that was the course that would 
commend itself to many high authorities 
and to the judgment and conscience of 
the country and especially of the House 
of Commons. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man has given no sign as yet of making 
that concession; and all we can do is 
to continue to force it upon him as 
strongly as possible in the hope that 
some effect may be produced on his 
disposition of mind, and also, as I 
said before, with the object of obtain- 
ing from the Government the actual 
reason and cause upon which this great 
alteration of the law of Parliament is 
based. 


(7.48.) Mr. SETON-KARR (St. 
Helens) said it did seem to him that 
this was a debate on which private 
Members ought to have something to 
say. For many years they had heen a 
homogeneous and servile majority ; but 
here was a debate on a question to which 
some members of that majority had 
serious objections, and they must have one 
or two words to say upon it. His right 
hon. friend had appealed to the House 
and asked them to pass these Rules sub- 
stantially in the form in which they were 
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‘presented. He confessed that personally ' 
‘he did not like a great many of these 
Rules. He looked upon them with some- 
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thing like dread. It seemed to him they 
would reduce the non-official Member to 
a position of servitude and dumbness. 
He believed in the superior wisdom of 
his right hon. friend, and he proposed 
very largely to support him in many of 
these Rules. The only reason he got up 
to speak was that there was one point he 
felt bound to protest against, and that 
was the provision in these Rules with 
regard to apology. He had listened to 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman, 
whosaid he was entirely out of sympathy 
with everything that had been said 
against the Amendment. He, however, 
submitted that this was a very serious 
question, 4 question in which the dignity 
of the House was involved—-the question 
of what penalty was to be imposed on 
Members or defying the Chair. Non- 
official Members and Members on the 
Front Bench approached this question 
from entirely different points of view. 
He thought it was an absolutely im- 
possible hypothesis that his right hon. 
friend and his colleagues should put 
themselves in the position of a Member 
who had defied the Chair and would. 
come under the operation of this penal 
clause. All he could say was that he was 
entirely in sympathy with everything 
that had been said against the question 
of apology, and although he listened with 
willing mind to what his right hon. friend 
had said, nothing he did say convinced 
him to the contrary. The whole idea of 
an apology was that it was spontaneous 
and voluntary. It seemed to him to bea 
contradiction in terms that they were 
to punish a Member by making him 
make a sincere apology. That point had, 
however, been dealt with before. One 
could only judge by applying these things 
to oneself. He thought it was a specious 
argument that this Rule would only apply 
to Members from Ireland who had done 
things which brought them within the 
Rule. He could not consent to he'p to 
impose penalties upon hon. Members to 
which he himself would never submit. 
His only excuse for saying that he would 
never submit to make a humble apology 
was that he came from a stubborn race 
from the other side of the Tweed. He 
would be only too ready to make an | 
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apology to the Chair, which he felt was 


voluntary and free, but if he was told he 


had to make an apology before he came 
to the House, he felt that was placing the 
whole thing in a ridiculous light ; it was 
putting the cart before the horse, and 
placing the Mother of Parliaments in a 
very undignified position. Supposing that 
some hon. Member had done something 
for which he had to be named, and then 
before he could come back to the House 
he had to make an apology, and he- 
refused, because he did not feel it. what 
an undignified position the House would 
be in. Some insignificant individual 
would have the whole attention of the 
country directed to him because he had 
defied the House and refused to make 
an apology. How on earth were they 
going to make him apologise? His 
right hon. friend talked about with- 
drawing the statement in this House. 
His right) hon. friend the Member for 
North Anmagh reminded him of an in- 
stance h¢ witnessed in the House and 
should n¢ver forget. The right hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh, in an 
impassioned debate, made a statement 
charging a somewhat serious offence to 
an Trish] gentleman, who was a Member 
of the |House. Hon. from 
Ireland jon the Nationalist Renches were 
in an uproar, and would not allow the 
right hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armag] to proceed until he had with- 
drawn |the expression. The right hon, 
and gallant Gentleman would not 
withdraw it. He confessed, speaking 
for himself, that he happened to sym- 
pathise;with the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman on that occasion. The pro- 
ceedings were at a deadlock, when, by 


h wit that Scotsmen and 


Members 


that happy [ris 
Englisttmen did not possess, his hon. and 
callant} friend 
pression for it, and got out of the 
difficuljy in that way. They could 
i which an hon. 
Member did not get out of the difficulty 
in that happy way, and that would reduce 
the Hojise to a very undignified position. 
But here they had the Mother of Par- 
Rules of Procedure 
with in\possible conditions, which might 
lead to 1 great deal of undignified and 
regrettable action. The same argu- 
ment applied in the case of apology. 
It wasj|said that the apology in the 


| 


substituted another ex- 


imagine a case in 


liamentis passing 
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Rules was not an apology 
individual, but a personal apology to 
the Chair and to the House. The 
answer to that was, that they 
were not dealing with a personal indi- 
vidual, or corporation, or the House, 
but they were dealing with the nature 
of the apology and the nature of the 
offence, and if they asked a Member, who 
did not feel in himself that an apology 
was due, to make an apology, it degraded 
that Member. Although he was prepared 
to support the bulk of the Rules, on the 
superior wisdom of his right hon. friend, 
in this particular instance he should have 
to oppose it tooth and nail and vote 
against it. He appealed to his right hon. 
friend to withdraw it. Let the period be 
long or short, as the Government liked, 
but he asked the right hon. Gentleman 
to withdraw what appeared to him to be 
a very injudicious appendage in the form 
of an apology. 


*(7.58.) Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Car- 
narvonshire, Eifion) said that the First 
Lord had stated that no case would arise 
in which it would be derogatory to an 
offending Member to apologise to the 
Chair. But he would recall to the right 
hon. Gentleman’s recollection an incident 
which occurred a great number of years 
ago in a Home Rule debate, when an hon. 
and gallant Gentleman sitting on the 
other side of the House attributed to the 
whole Irish Party that they had connived 
at the crime of murder. When chal- 
lenged by the Irish Members for making 
that charge, Mr. Speaker held that, 
inasmuch as the hon. and gallant 
Member’s statement had no reference to 
any particular Member, it was not dis- 
orderly. Thereupon, one of the Irish 
Members immediately got up and said 
that there was only one answer he could 
make to that charge, and it was that 
if it applied to him, the hon. and 
gallant Member was aliar. The Speaker 
thereupon sprang up, and called upon the 
Irish Member to withdraw the expres- 
sion. The hon. Member declined,and was 
suspended, and immediately afterwards 
another hon. Member repeated the offence. 
Thereupon he was called upon to with- 
draw, and the protest was evidently about 
to be repeated, until every Lrish Member 
had heen suspended. Then Mr. Speaker 
Peel saw the mistake he had made and 
appealed to the hon, Member who had 
made the initial mistake, and that hon. 


Mr. Seten-Karr. 
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Member, seeing the difficulty in which Mr. 
Speaker Peel was, consented to withdraw, 
and the scene was put an end to. His 
pvint was that under the rule now pro- 
posed every hon. Member suspended on 
that occasion, and whose conduct in being 
suspended brought matters to the right 
issue by compelling the withdrawal, would 
not be allowed to return to the House 
without sending an apology which not 
one of them would have felt. His com- 
plaint was simply that the rule would put 
to an honest man in certain circumstances 
a very difficult alternative. He would 
either have to tell a lie or else be per- 
manently excluded from the House, 
The result would be that which followed 
from the subscription tests. ‘The evil 
of those tests was that it forced men to 
tell lies. For instance, how many honest 
men were forced to tell a lie with re- 
ference to the theological test, rather 
than be excluded from a profession they 
desired to enter? Men had been forced 
to declare as a blasphemous fable a rite 
which they really believed to be a sacred 
rite of divine authority,in order to entera 
desired profession, and his strong ob- 
jection to the rule was that experience 
showed that it would be utterly futile, 
and that men would tell a lie when it 
was thus forced uponthem. The old tests 
were based on the same fallacy. One 
idea in ancient times was that every man 
in public office should be a good, religious 
and pious man, and it was thought that 
this would be secured by enacting that no 
one should be elected to office unless he 
were a communicant in the Church of 
England. What was the result? The 
greatest scoundrels and rascals became 
communicants straight off; and even 
other men who were not rascals but were 
honourable men, but who disbelieved in 
religion altogether, did the same. The 
same result would follow if the rule were 
passed. Men would be called upon to ex- 
press their sincere regret,and they would 
reply with their tongue in their cheek ; 
and the result would be demoralising 
to themselves and undignified to the 
House. Reference had been made to 
what would occur in a court of law. 
He quite admitted that a court of law, 
in certain circumstances, obliged a 
person vicariously to express an apology. 
But there was a difference. In a court 
of law a man who might afterwards be 


'a judge might be hired by the offender 
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to tell the lie on his behalf, whereas 
no one would be able to hire a future 
judge to tell the lie to the House 
of Commons. What was the object 
which was 
There was no object, unless it was to 
humiliate a Member and exclude him 
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|other. Offences might be brought 
about owing to some fit of temper or 
annoyance.| It had already been argued 
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‘that in such a case an apology would 


sought to be attained?) 


until he came intoa repentant frame of | 


mind. 
a member would express regret he did 
not feel and do wrong to his own con- 
science, or that he would be so quixotic- 
ally honest that he would be excluded 
for ever from the House. Under those 
circumstances, he would appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman to consider the 
rule. Nothing could be more ineftica- 
cious, more demoralising, and more 
obsolete than to attempt to enforce re- 
pentance by punishment. It was a retro- 
grade proposal, and it was absurd that 
hon. Members should ever attempt to 
enforce it. (8.12.) 


*(8.47.) Mr. J. W. WILSON (Wor- 
cestershire, N.) said he wished to say 
a few words before the division was 
taken upon this Resolution. The ques- 
tion before the House was whether 
the words of the former Standing Order 
should stand part of the Question, or 
not. Therefore those who wished to see 
some change would have to vote that 
the words should not stand part, and 
the division which was to be taken 
would not express the feeling of the 


The result would either be that | 


House with regard to the latter part | 


of the new Rule. 


As one of the sup-| 


porters of the Government he regretted | 


that the First Lord of the Treasury 
had not left the matter a little more 
open as to what the Government would 
do in regard tothe apology clause. He 
thought 


that on a question like this | 


it strained Party loyalty considerably to | 


lay down a hard-and-fast rule on what 


he might almost call a non-essential part | 
[* Hear, hear.”] He could | 


of the rule. 


not see what good this apology was going | 
| the side of the wrong-doer. Although the 


to do, and he believed that feeling was 
very largely shared on the Government 
side of the House. 
quite ready to support 


the punitive 


on an apology was repugnant to them. 


While they were | 


be readily made, but they had to deal 
with cases where a man from deliber- 
ate conviction might think he was 
right and who might be dealt with by 
the new Deputy Chairman, who might 
be wrong, and whose decision might after- 
wards be reversed. And yet they were 
asking that under such circumstances 
an hon. Member should express sincere 
regret for what had occurred. In the 
case of a sincére conviction, the point 
might be so | important that though 
the hon. Member would bow to the 
ruling of the Uhair he would not put 
an apology in| writing for something 
which he did| not happen to regret. 
It was this kind of thing that had made 
martyrs in the \past, and for which the 
Quakers suffered punishment in the 17th 
century, because they would not withdraw 
and apologise. He held that it was 
unfair to insist upon an apology as well 
as punishment. | They, had all heard of 
the struggle of |Mr. Bradlaugh, with 
whom there was extreme difficulty in 
this House in| regard to his  con- 
stituency, but all| those difficulticts had 
now been removed. They were now 
asked to lay down that an apology was 
to be made sincerely, but he sincerely 
hoped that the House would not insist 
uponanapology. Inthe beginning of the 
unhappy complications in South Africa, 
enormous punishments and fines were in- 
flicted upon certain persons, and expres- 
sions of regret were also subsequently 
demanded from |them by President 
Kruger before release. Three of 
these persons refused to apologise, and 
they suffered further punishmen taccord- 
ingly. But could any hon. Member say 
that they did not sympathise with those 
three men? He believed that such an 
apology as was now asked for would have 
atendency to place public sympathy on 


Government would get the support of 
their Party to the proposal which was 


| 
| now before them, hethought that unless 
part of the Resolution, the idea of insisting | 


the Government felt disposed to make 


| some concession to the rank and file of 


He felt that they must not look at this | their Party on the question of this apo- 


question simply from the point of view | logy, he believed they 


find 


would 


of one section of the House or the | themselves in a very difficult position. 
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(8.53.) 
ford, N.) said that with a great portion of 
the speech made by the hon. Member who 
had just sat down the Irish Party could 
agree. Irishmen regarded the latter por- 
tion of this new Rule, which provided for 
a sincere apology, as one which added 
insult to injury as far as the Irish 
Members were concerned. In addition 
to the increased penalties which were 
proposed, if a man was suspended for an 
act of disobedience at the end of the 
session, his suspension was to run into 
the next Parliament, and his constituents 


would suffer disfranchisement accord- 
ingly. He contended that this Rule was 


directed against the Irish Members, in 
consequence of what took place last 
session, when the Irish representatives 
were indignant at the effort which was 
made to rush through this House an 
enormous sum of money, approaching to 
nearly £18,000,000, without any dis- 
cussion at all. If anything justified 
the action of hon. Members from 
Ireland last session, it was the fate which 
had befallen the Motion of the Secretary 
to the Treasury with regard to the 
Civil Service Estimates which was dis- 
cussed last night. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order order! That 
has nothing to do with the Question. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said the penalties 
which were now proposed were more ap- 
propriate to the time of Charles L. or 
Cromwell than to the opening days of the 
twentieth century. It would be a 
mockery for Irish Members to shut their 
eyes to the fact that the operation of this 
Rule was aimed at preventing protests 
such as they were entitled to make, and 
the Rule was directed toward the extinc- 
tion of the Irish voice in this Chamber. 
In addition to all this, they were asked 
to make a sincere apology. ‘The defini- 
the term might not 
lie with Mr. Speaker or with the present 
Chairman of Committees, but it might 
name had 
not yet been House, 
and who, if they wereto judge by rumours, 
was a gentleman who might be most 
unfavourably disposed towards Irish 
Members. This Gentleman could twist 
the Rules. It would be in his power 
to {put any limitation on 


*’ sincere 


tion of 


lie with a Gentleman whose 


1; ] 7 1 
aisciosed to tne 
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would be able to rule Nationalist 
Membersout of order on points in regardto 
which the Speaker, if he were in the Chair, 
might be disposed to relax rather than 
tighten the strings of debate. If they 
disregarded the ruling, they were subject 
to the extraordinary penalty of having 
their constituencies disfranchised. In 
addition to being evicted from the House, 
they were to be called upon to tender a 
“sincere apology.’ He was_ perfectly 
confident that no Irish Member who, 
in the exercise of his duty, was evicted 
from the Chamber would ever tender an 
apology, so long as he believed he was 
acting in theinterest of the constituency 
which sent him here. He believed that 
the re-election by an Irish constituency 
of a man who was evicted from the 
House for something he had done in the 
performance of his duty, and who 
attempted to crawl back to the Chamber 
with an apology of that sort. would be 
extremely doubtful. He hoped that the 
appeal made by several hon. Gentle- 
men, opposite would have some effect, 
but, after all, he had noticed that although 
they sometimes received support in the 
speeches of hon. Gentemen opposite, 
there was a mystic charm in the division 
bell which appealed to them to support 
the Government. There were men _ of 
narrow mind sitting behind the Govern- 
ment urgingthem on in the course of 
coercing the Irish Members. He hoped 
that so long as any representation was 
accorded to [reland in this House—if 
they were to believe some of the vi 
put from the opposite Benches, very little 
representation would he 
to the Irish—and whether they compelled 
the Irish 
conditions which would have 
the Parliaments of Charles L. or of Crom- 
well, the Irish would not be 
prevented by any Rule that might be 
passed from doing their duty to 

constituents. 


views 
given at all 


4 1 —_ j . 
Members to come there unde 


disgraced 


Members 


* (9.5.) Mr. ERNEST GRAY said 
that at the risk of 
presumptuous, and possibly obstructive, he 


being criticised as 


wished to joininthe appeal to the Leader 
of the House to modify this rule. The 
moment he saw it he felt that it would 
be impossible for him t 


to support it 
in the Division Lobby. ‘He was not 
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prepared to argue whether 20 or| 
40 days was the proper term during | 
which suspension should exist. It was 
almost impossible to apply any definite | 
argument to that, but he strongly | 
objected to the want of elasticity in| 
the rule. It was not merely defiance 
of the Chair, but the breaking of the. 
rules of the House that might bring 
the penalties on a Member. He thought | 
there ought to be some discrimination 
between offences and offences. The 
point that appealed to him, however, was | 
the question of the apology. He attached 
more value to the apology than to the 
punishment of suspension, but it must 
be an honest, voluntary apology, and | 
not one wrung out of a man unwillingly. | 
He was astounded that there was no_ 
provision in the rule by which the 
Speaker could, within the period of 
suspension, accept an apology from the | 
offending Member if voluntarily and 
fully tendered. A Member suspended 
from the service of the House was 
to be excluded for the whole period of 
the suspension, no matter how sorry 
he might be for his offence or how 
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quarrel between the House and a con- 
stituency, from Wilkes to Bradlaugh, the 
constituency had in the long run come 
out triumphant. Was not the Govern- 
ment asking them to run headlong into 
a course of conflict with the con- 


| stituencies, the end of which no one 


could foresee? He supposed that the 
constituencies had to be recognised in 
this matter. They should not lay down 


‘in the Standing Orders anything which 


would keep the conflict alive. One of the 
first things a suspended Member would 
do would be to seek re-election, and that 
man might be elected and re-elected. as 
Wilkes was in the days of old, until 
the House would be compelled to allow 
him to enter. They were asked to 
enter upon this course without any 


| compensating advantage. It was entering 


upon an unnecessary conflict in order 
that they might grasp a Will o’ the Wisp, 
for he regarded this apology, coming 
from the lips and not from the heart, 
as altogether unsubstantial and not 
worth striving for. He should have no 
part nor lot in a regulation which would 
exclude the honest man and cordially 








willing to sincerely apologise. That | admit the hypocrite, who proclaimed his 
was a mistake. But to demand an | hypocrisy to the whole world. 

apology at the end of the term of sus- | 

pension was both immoral and impolitic.| (9.15.) Captain NORTON (Newing- 
It was immoral because it would manu-/| ton, W.), said he approached this question 
facture hypocrites. He would far prefer | with perhaps a greater tendency to 
a Member to go on in wrong-doing | sympathy with the front Bench oppusite 
than to come back with a lie on his lips, | than any one on his side of the House, 
stating that which he did not honestly | and for this reason. His mind might 
feel. To say that he was sincerely sorry | have been warped in the profession to 
when all the world knew that he was| which he for many years belonged, to 
not, was to make a farce of this, and | look up to authority. He sympathised 
to bring the House into contempt, | with every measure which would raise 
Was it wise? Would it do any good ?| the dignity of the Chair, although his 
Members would ride through it. The | sympathy did not extend, as yet, to the 
outside public would say that it was! unknown Gentleman who was to fulfil 
a mere compliance with the rule ‘of; the office of Deputy Chairman. The 
the House, that it was a statement | first question he asked himself—he spoke 
which the man did not believe, that | with the comparatively limited experience 
they had no respect for him, and that | of the House of nine or ten years—was, 
they had no respect for the House | was there any necessity for this drastic 
of Commons wh ch demanded this from | change in the Rules of the House of 
him. If it were likely to be a sincere | Commons, or had any organised attempt 
and honest apology it would be extremely | been made to lower the dignity of the 
valuable, but they were not likely to| Chair, or the dignity of the House? His 
get it, and to compel the semblance | contention was that these new rules 
of an apology would do the House more | would have the opposite effect from that 
harm than good. It was impolitic | for which they were framed. In the first 
because it would bring the House into | place, it was certainty, and not the 
conflict with the constituencies. In every | extent or severity of punishment which 


Ff 
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acted as a deterrent of crime. Most| (9.24.) Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, 


Members in the House, and the outside 
public, believed that the Government had 
introduced these drastic rules for the 
express purpose of dealing with one 
section of the House. Now, he had 
always been led to believe that the 
Members of this House were on a basis 
of equality, and, therefore, if these rules 
had been introduced with the object of 
penalising the Irish section of the House, 


then they were an indignity as regarded | 


the House at large, because any section 
might be placed in the future in the 
same position as the Irish Members. 
They had had a slight illustration of that 
the other day. Some hon. Members 
objected to the Rules on account of their 
want of elasticity ; he objected to them 
on account of their adequacy. It was 
suggested that every term of punishment 
should be increased three-fold, but they 
had never yet had an instance in which 
the Member offending had not been 
sorry for his conduct. He maintained 
that if the Rules were passed in their 
present form, it would lead to a conflict 
between the constituencies and this 
House, and if that was brought about 
the dignity of the House would be 
lowered by having to give in to clamour 
out of doors. The best way was to show 
that they were masters in their own 
House, and could control their own 
proceedings without having to fly to a 


penal code to compel that respect for the | 
Chair, which it was their manifest duty | 
As to the letter of apology, | 


to exhibit. 
there was no sense in calling on a man 
to make an apology which was not 
sincere. In every other walk in life an 
apology was an alternative to punishment. 
If one individual grossly insulted another, 
in nine cases out of ten, if he offered an 
apology, it was accepted, and it seemed 
to him a strange thing that in the House 
of Commons, where they were all on an 
equality, there should be any difficulty 
whatever in keeping up the dignity of 
the Chair, without having recourse to a 
series of penal enactments. There was 
not a case on record in which penalties 


had been inflicted on individuals, or | 


N.) said he fully agreed that it was an 
unfortunate and regrettable fact that 
they were bound to consider this matter 
in the House of Commons. In theory it 
ought to be impossible to even mention 
the necessity of these laws being passed : 
but those who had been in the House for 
some years could not deny that some 
Rules were necessary to prevent such in- 
cidents as had been seen. He altogether 
protested against the allegation that the 
Rules were directed against one section 
|of the House. He had himself taken 
| part in scenes when he was younger, and 
_he acknowledged fully that there were 
| occasions when one said and did things 
| which could not strictly be defended on 
'mature consideration. But surely the 
| country demanded that they should ren- 
|der it practically impossible that such 
| scenes should be enacted in this Assembly. 
| An hon. Member had said that to defy 
'the Chair was a protest they were en- 
| titled to make; but he thought the 
‘House and the country would bear him 
| out in the contention that disregarding 
|the authority of the Chair was nota 
| protest in any sense whatever, #nd under 
'no circumstances should it be allowed to 
| be tolerated. To what acts did this Rule 
|apply? “Immediately after the com- 
| mission of the offence of disregarding 
| the authority of the Chair, or of abusing 
'the Rules of the House by persistently 
and wilfully obstructing the business of 
the House.”’ [Cries from the Irish 
benches—‘‘ or otherwise.”’} Well, “ or 
otherwise.’’ It was quite clear that that 
did not apply to an accidental circum- 
stance. He spoke somewhat feelingly. 
Mr. Speaker and his predecessor had on 
more than one occasion required him to 
withdraw an expression he had made 
use of in a heated moment as a breach of 
the Rules, and he had withdrawn it. 
But this Rule applied to persistent and 
wilful obstruction of the business of the 
House, and to the wilful offence of dis- 
regarding the authority of the Chair. 
How could it, in common sense, be alleged 
that if a man were asked to apologise for 








such action his dignity was injured, or 


bodies of individuals, without cause being | that there was any attempt to undermine 


shown, and no cause had been shown 


that night that all other methods had | 
Therefore he should vote against | ought to do, as a matter of course, was 


failed. 
the whole of this proposed Rule. 
Captain Norton. 


his self-respect. Surely if he was con- 
victed of such action, the first thing he 


to apologise and express his regret ; and 
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1073 Order in 
if that had been done in the past this | 
Rule would not have been introduced. | 

What was the reason why this Rule 
was necessary ! The fact was that outside | 
the House, not only in the constitu- | 
encies but in other countries, there were | 
cases in which—he did not say hon. | 
Members had done it, but it had been | 
done for them—persons had _ prided | 
themselves in having set this House at | 
defiance. If that were so, surely it was | 
necessary that this House should main- | 
tain its dignity and position by requiring 
the Member to apologise. The Leader of 
the Irish Party said that the result would 
be to disfranchise Ireland, but if that 
were so it would mean that all the Irish | 
representatives had conspired together 
toset the authority of the Chair at de- 
fiance, and wilfully and persistently ob- | 
struct the business of the House. He 
did not hesitate to say that if any section 
of the House, whether Irish, English, 
Scotch, or Welsh, conspired together and | 
formed a body to set the rules and 
authority of the Chair at defiance, then, 
if they would not apologise and promise 
that they would behave better, he did 
not think that in justice they should be 
admitted into the House. This House 
had its rights as well as the constitu- | 
encies. There was just now the case of 
a constituency which had returned a 
Member who had never taken his seat, 
and he was not aware that that constitu- 
ency was rising in indignation in the | 
matter. Altogether this was rather a 
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considered degrading, yet the House 
was told in this grandiose manner that 
to be compelled to apologise to the 
House for setting its Rules at defiance 
was a degradation that could not be 
tolerated. He thought that was carry- 
ing the matter a little too far. The 
reason of this rule being male was to 
try and stop Members setting the rules 
at defiance. No doubt it was an un- 
pleasant rule, and he personally re- 
gretted that it was necessary for the 
House at the commencement of the new 
century to have to pass such a measure, 


| but there could be no possible doubt that 


it would be most effective. Some Mem- 
bers might not apologise, but the great 
bulk of the House would, and when the 
effect of the Rule was seen it would 
make people much more careful. He 
thought that if a man made a mistake 
and offended the dignity of the House 


_of which he was a Member, it was not 


unreasonable that he should be asked to 
apologise. He therefore saw no objection 
to the Rule, and, in spite of the great 


| storm that had been raised against it, 


he hoped that the Government would be 
firm and insist upon passing it. 


(9.32.) Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) 
said the hon. Member who had just sat 
down admitted at the conclusion of his 


| speech that it was a matter for regret 


that at the beginning of the twentieth 


/century the House of Commons had 


storm in a tea-kettle. The real fact was} thought it necessary to consider the 
that if Members disdained the ruling of | passing of a measure of this description. 
the Chair they were bound to apologise, | Having heard the hon. Member express 





and express their regret. If there was | 
bribery in a constituency, that constitu- 
ency was disfranchised, or, at least, the 
writ was withheld, which was the same 
thng. And if a Member persistently 
set the Chair at defiance, and would not 
apologise, it was not an unreasonable 
thing that this House should refuse to 
admit him. It was said that this would 
be a great indignity to Ireland, but Irish- 
men did not object to people apologising 
tothem. He had heard accounts of men 
being brought up before the United 
Irish League, and being compelled to 
apologise tor daring to supply goods to 
people who had been boycotted. They 
had been compelled to apologise for doing 
a perfectly legal act, and that was not 





that regret, he was sorry to hear him 
take the opposite view by quoting one 
or two instances which, in his opinion, 
did not support the contention put forth 
in the early part of his speech, or justify 
the vote he was going to give on behalf 
of these severe, and, as he thought, un- 
necessary penalties. There was no 
comparison between a Member being 
asked to withdraw and his constituency 
being disfranchised, and a Member who 
in one case had been guilty of bribery, 
or in the other had been willing to 
accept bribes. because if a Member 
bribed his constituents he was unseated ; 
he was punished by the forfeiture of 
his seat, and there was no question what- 
ever of an apology. 
2P 2 
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Mr. BARTLEY said he only referred | 
to that instance from the point of view 
of disfranchisement of the constituency ; | 
he did not refer to it from the point of 
view of an apology. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said that if a’ 
Member was guilty of bribery he for- 
feited his seat, and no apology was de- 
manded, and it was as discreditable to 
the House of Commons as it was humili- 
ating to any Member to whom this 
punishment was awarded to force him 
to make an apology. He had been a 
Member of the House of Commons for 
ten years, and during the time he had 
been a Member he had noticed that the 
House had become very much more 
decorous in its behaviour than it had 
ever been in the preceding ten years. 
There had been fewer breaches of eti- | 
quette, less obstruction, shorter sittings, 
and fewer midnight sittings, in the 
course of which hon. Members were apt | 
to lose their tempers with one another, 
and if statistics could be obtained upon 
the subject there would be found to be 
far fewer cases than hon. Members of 
this House supposed. The most regret- 
table incident was a spontaneous ebulli- 
tion of temper, which every Member 
regretted, in which he personally took | 
part as one of the grand pacificators, an 
incident that reflected no credit on the 
House of Commons, and one the remem- ' 
brance of which they, one and all, had | 
been anxious to obliterate as soon as | 
possible, and which had been as readily | 
forgotten as all wished it to be. But in| 
that case what happened? Member after | 
Member involved in that unfortunate | 
incident stood up and frankly, and | 
in the most gentlemanly manner, | 
gave their version of what had oc-| 
curred, and apologised, and after the | 
dignified and almost dramatic re- | 
buke of Mr. Speaker Peel all went | 
home convinced that so far as lay in| 
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forgot the regard which was due to the 
Chair, directly attention was called to it 
by Mr. Speaker, he was only too anxious 
to apologise. 

Where, then, was the justification, 
where were the instances, that war- 
ranted this punishment? They had 
not been produced. And with all respect, 
until overwhelming evidence in support 
of a primitive measure of this kind was 
produced. In his opinion the House of 
Commons had no right to be put in the 
discreditable position in which it was 
placed in the eyes of the country by pro- 
viding a remedy for a state of things 
which did not exist, and which, when it 
arose, he believed hon. Members would 
be gentlemanly enough to get rid of 
without any such rule. Supposing he 
were to come into conflict with the 
Chair, which he hoped would never 
occur, but which might happen, because 
at the moment he might think it nec- 
cessiry to strain the technical rules 
which prevailed in what was known as 
polite society. Members were not sent 
to the House of Commons as a privilege, 
but as a duty to their constituents, and 
they were not to be tied down in their 
duty by any namby-pamby rules of 
etiquette, unless the authority of the 
Chair was violated to such an extent as 
it never yet had been to justify these 
rules. Supposing hon. Members offended 
against the rules, they were named and 
asked to withdraw ; unless they withdrew 
they were suspended, in his opinion, fora 
time quite sufficient to punish the offence, 
and for that period their constituency 
was disfranchised. Surely that was 
enough. But the Government proposed 
that, over and above the naming, with- 
drawal, and suspension of the Member, 
and the disfranchisement of his con- 
stituents, the Member was to stand at 
the Bar and give the other Members of 
this House the sickening spectacle that 
the editor of the Globe gave They 





their power none would contribute to an | were to sit there and view a replica of 
incident similar to that which had | that sickening spectacle, when the cad of 
occurred so long as they were in the|an editor did not apologise after all. 
House. A more recent case was the| That scene might be repeated by some 
case in which five or six Members were | Member who thought he was justified in 
removed by an authority other than a | doing thesame thing. Was that going to 
request from the Chair; compelled to go | lead to the increased dignity of the House ? 
out under conditions he hoped never to | On the contrary, if the authority of the 
see repeated in this House. In any case! Chair was defied and an apology was 
when an hon. Member momentarily | necessary, that was the wrong way to 
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demand it. Further, punishment having 
been meted out to the offender, he ought 
not to be expected to make an apology at 
all. An apology lost its grace unless it 
was spontaneous and preceded the punish- 
ment. If punishment preceded the 
apology, then the necessity for the apology 
was Gone away with altogether. Let the 
House consider the case of Mr. Plimsoll— 
he would not refer to the cases of Wilkes or 
Bradlaugh, because those had been referred 
to by other Members. Mr. Plimsoll was a 
worthy Member of this House, and _ re- 
presented a good cause which the people 
of this country thought strongly upon. 
In the course of a speech Mr. Plimsoll 
accused an hon. Member of something of 
which he should not have accused him. 
But directly his attention was called 
to the fact he did all in his power to 
obliterate his offence. Would it not 
have been disgraceful if the House of 
Commons had imposed upon him the 
necessity of a “sincere apology,” when 
he had done everything to atone for his 
blunder? Who was to be the judge of 
the sincerity ? But they might go further 
than the cases of Plimsoll, Bradlaugh or 
Wilkes. He could conceive a condition 
of things ; the re-enactment of the Test 
Acts, or the enforcement of the restrictions 
of alien immigration, with some indignant 
aliens already in this House; or a 
Government determined to destroy the 
right of combination of labour ; or suppose 
there were two Members of the House, 
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bring the House into conflict with the 
populace. That was the position in 
which Wilkes put the House of Commons 
a century ago. 

He submitted that the House had no 
right to punish a Member and inflict on 
his constituency the humiliation and 
the degradation which the new rule 
undoubtedly proposed to inflict. He 
could conceive an occasion when the 
House might be compelled to resist an 
authority which it conceived to be greater 
than the House itself, or to come into 
conflict when a Minister or Speaker 
| happened to be wrong, in vindication of 
ithe rights of the House itself. They 
| ought not to point to the one or two 
| cases of the Jast 20 or 30 years as if they 
| were happening every day. The House 
|had become more respectable, and he 
| might say more commonplace, and were 
‘not apt to judge of these scenes in 
'the same way as the Press described 











| them in their vellow columns and their 
flaming placards. He had seen the 
most trivial incidents, which the House 
itself had never noticed, exaggerated in 
the most indecent, vulgar and scandalous 
manner, in order to play the game of a 
particular section; against Ireland to- 
| day, and the Labour Party, or it might 
be the High Church Party, tomorrow. 
The House seemed to have lost all sense 
of proportion. If Members transgressed 
the Rules of the House, he believed they 





natives of Indiathemselves, feelingstrongly | had more than sufficient power to com- 
the condition of India from their point of | pel respect for both the House and the 
view, and supposing they went further | Standing Orders. He appealed to the 
than Parliamentary etiquette justified, or | Gonservative Party in this matter. In 
the cool, calm, phlegmatie was capable of | times gone by, the Conservatives, to 
going ; to inflict such a humiliation upon | their credit be it said, had maintained 
them would be going farther than a) the freedom, status, and dignity of this 
philosophic gentleman like the Leader of | {oyse as sturdily as Radical and Liberal 





the House would care to go. Or suppose | 
a London Member in the House, who | 
defied the authority of the Chair, and who 
was named and withdrew and was sus-| 
pended ; and that after he had been away | 
for a week he was prepared to apologise | 
and grovel, as this Standing Order desired 
him to do, and that his constituents said, | 
“Though you have made a blunder and 
have been punished, and your puitishment 
followed the crime, we will not have 
this disereditable apology which this Rule 
requires.” In that case he could conceive 
the hon. Member being carried to the 
House by force, and an attempt made to | 


reformers. This new Rule, if passed, 
apart from destroying the good comrade- 
ship of the House, would destroy much 
of the good feeling which had hitherto 
existed, and would place in the hands of 
a Minister or Chairman or Speaker of the 
House, who had not the sense of propor- 
tion which some Speakers had, the power of 
being provocative, vindictive andrevenge- 
ful, because they would not know how 
to do their business and, like unbusiness- 
like men, would lose their own temper and 
cause other people to lose theirs. He had 
never been called to order, and did not, if 
he could help it, intend to be, but if ever 
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such a thing happened to him, he should 
consider himself sufficiently punished by 
his being named and suspended, and so 
far as he possibly could, he should exert 
all the means in his power to prevent 
the House making itself ridiculous, and im- 
posing upon him, and, through him upon 
his constituents, a stigma and a disgrace 


which, up to now, the House had been | 


able to do without, and which would 
destroy the good feeling of the hon. 
Member, and which never ought to be 
imposed. 


(9.53.) 0 
the hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down had objected to the Rule, on the 
ground that it never had been proved to be 
necessary, and had expressed the opinion 
that the House should wait until there 
had been such an outrage, as Was con- 
templated, of the Rules before any attempt 
was made to legislate for such an un- 
fortunate contingency. That had been 
the burden of the argument of a great 
many Members who had opposed the pro- 


posals of the Government, but he ventured | 


to suggest that that was the very thing 
the House wanted to prevent. He cer- 
tainly thought it would be very wrong for 
the House of Commons to frame its laws 
in what might be considered to be the 
heat of passion. Let them legislate in 
these matters in cold blood. Personally, 
he did not think such a state of things 
would ever arise, but in case it did, let 
the House provide for offences such as 


these in cold blood, and not expose them- | 


selves to thejcharge of legislatingin a vin- 
dictive spirit. Another objection had been 


raised that the constituency which had | 


been disfranchised by the action of its 
Member would support him in his refusal 
to apologise for the offence he had com- 
mitted, but, for his part, he believed 
nine out of ten constituencies would 
agree that their representative had simply 
paid the penalty which ought to follow 
such an offence. There was one point 
on which he agreed with hon. Members 
who opposed the Rule. He disliked the 
phrase “sincere apology.” 
favour of an apology being exacted, and 
he hoped it would be sincere, but he would 
have the “apology” without the “sin- 
cere.” He doubted whether any hon. 


Members could judge whether the apology | 
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|should pity rather than blame. 


x. COHEN (Islington, E.) said | 


He was in| 
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| dropping “sincere,” because the form 
|would be then not only more merciful 


but more respectful and considerate to 
the offender. He thought that if he 
was insincere it would be so much the 
worse for him. He considered that any- 
body who had, in the heat of the moment, 
disregarded the authority of the Chair, 
and who, in his cooler moments, refused 
to apologise, was a man whom they 
One 
thing the House were entitled to and 
must have, and that was the expression, 
sincere or insincere, of the regret of the 
hon. Member, and the visitation upon 
him of the humiliation of that apology 
if it was insincere. There was no 
humiliation in an hon. Member expressing 
his regret if he sincerely felt it. If, how- 
ever, he did not feel it, there was 
humiliation, but it was justly incurred. 
Whether or not the penalties were 
sufficiently heavy was an unimportant 
detail. The important point was that if 
hon. Members so far forgot themselves 
as to disregard the authority of the 
Chair and refused to apologise, those 
Members should be subjected to the 
humiliation which ought to follow such 
au offence, and there should be visited 
on their constituencies the consequences 
of having so ill-chosen their represent- 
atives. He hoped the Government would 
adhere to the proposals in their entirety, 
and he believed that in so doing they 


would have the weight of the opinion 


of the country at their back. 


(10.4.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
narvon Boroughs) said that nothing could 
have exposed more thoroughly the 
hollowness and futility of the Rule than 
the observation of the last speaker, to 
the effect that he wanted the apology 
whether it was sincere or not. The hon. 
Member wanted the coin even though it 
were counterfeit ! What an extraordinary 
proposition! It meant that the hon. 
Member preferred having the apology, 
even though by apologising she offending 
Member added to the original offence 
the still worse offence of hypocrisy. And 


that was called a proper way of main- 


taining the dignity and honour of the 
House! He was glad the question was 
being discussed, not as a Party question, 
but as one affecting the honour of all. 


was sincere or insincere, and he suggested ' Most of the speakers had deprecated or 


Mr. John Burns. 
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condemned the Rule. Only two Members 
had in any way defended the proposal. 
and there was a remarkable circumstance 
n connection with those two gentlemen. 
The hon. Member opposite had said that 
to defy the Chair was no protest, and it 
was perfectly intolerable. 


occasion in defying the authority of the 
Chair. 


Mr. BARTLEY: Would the hon. 
Member mind saying when? I am not 
aware of the occasion to which he refers. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he referred 
to an occasion in July, 1893. The Chair- 
man of Committees ordered the House 
to be cleared, but hon. Members of the 
then Opposition absolutely refused to obey 
the specific order, not once or twice, but 
repeatedly. Those Members refused to 
goout asa protest. Why should it be more 
intolerable for an Irish Member to enter 
such a protest than for an English Con- 
servative Member? What the hon. 
Member really meant was not that the 
orders of the Chair should be obeyed upon 
every occasion without question, but that 
the Irish Members should obey without 
question. The hon. Member was one of 
those who, in July, 1893, disobeyed the 
order of the Chair but he was not 
punished, neither did he express his 
regret. One of the chief supporters of 
the Rule, if not its originator, was the 
Colonial Secretary. He also disobeyed 
the order of the Chair on that occasion. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 


{11 Fepruary 1902} 
|_ Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
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Gentleman is again mistaken. | received 
no order. I did not refuse to obey any 
orders, and when the then Speaker was 
| appealed to on the subject he said that 
| what I had done was not infrequent. 


But each of | 
these Members took part on a certain | 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE | said that 
_when the right hon. Gentleman spoke 
of what he did himself, of course he was 
| prepared to acceptit, but in regard to 
_what the then Speaker said, he claimed 
to be as good a witness as the right 
/hon. Gentleman. The Speaker never 
said anything of the sort. The implied 
| orders of the Chair were that, if there 
was a Member in the lobby he was 
bound to record his vote. The right 
hon. Gentleman was in the lobby. He 
did not record his vote. He, therefore, 
distinctly broke the Rules of the House, 
but he did not apologise. On _ the 
contrary, he sought means of escape, 
which was his method of expressing 
sincere regret. That was the sort of 
sincere regret that would be expressed 
if this Rule were passed. Every Member 
_who broke the Rule would seek his 
| means of escape. Really, if an order of 
this kind were made part of the Stand- 
ing Orders it would reduce the pro- 
‘ceedings of the House to a_ perfect 
farce. Then, after the other great 
incident, the right hon. Gentleman went 
‘down to Braintree. His followers, 
| whether he did or not, refused to obey the 
orders of the Chair, but he never 
denounced them. He would not say the 
right hon. Gentleman justified them, 
but, at any rate, he defended them. 
He said there were circumstances in 





mingham, W.): The hon. Member has’ which you ought to make a protest in 
made a mistake which is unfortunate for} the House of Commons. He went 
his argument. I was out of the House. beyond that; not only did he palliate 
“ Withdraw” and ‘‘ Apologise.’”! ‘the conduct of his followers who defied 
'the orders of the Chair, but he actually 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE _ said he condemned the people who supported the 
would give an expression of “sincere Chair. It was hypocrisy to say that the 
regret.” But he remembered another | Rule was directed against genuine and 
ocasion when the right hon. Gentle- | honest protests ; it was directed against a 
man was in the lobby. According to! small minority in the House. As the 
the implied order of the Chair, every | Member for Kast Ham had said, there 
man who was in the lobby was bound | were two ways in which the Chair could 
to record his vote. The right hon.| be defied. One was by an ebullition of 
Gentleman, in defiance of the orders of | temper, in which case after a few 
the Chair, absolutely refused to record | minutes consideration a man would be 
his vote on that occasion. | genuinely sorry and express his regret. 
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But the other was the caseof aminority | upon a personal question, and they 
who felt that the majority were using | accepted his statement. He thought 
that power and authority tyrannically | that was a very honourable and chival- 
and oppressively. That was the case in|rous thing on their part. Was it fair 
July 1893,and the hon. Member for North | that they should punish a constituency 
Islington said that as a free-born Eng-| and deprive it practically of all its con- 
lishman he would not stand it. But let | stitutional rights on a matter of this 
some regard be paid to the feelings of | character? Was there a single case on 
other nationalities who, perhaps, were |record at the present moment where 
not free, and for that very reason loved |the law enforced an apology? Take 
freedom all the more. There was less | the law of libel. In a case of libel they 
justification for one who had behind him | might punish a man criminally or 
in defying the Chair the predominant | demand damages at his hands, but there 
partner, and knew that whatever out- | was no such thing as demanding an 
rage there was on fair play would be| apology from him. And why! Because 
rectified in another House, than for a/ the law recognised what a futile thing it 
small minority like the Welsh or Irish | was to demand an apology. In the case 
Members. The latter were in a small} of a libel you simply punish the 
minority ; they had no House of Lords offender, but in this case the Government 
behind them, and no means of enforcing | propose to punish the constituency which 
their authority ; whenever there was an | was at the back of the Member. The 
appeal to the country they came back right hon. Gentleman had appealed to 
in precisely the same minority. In such, them not to prolong the debate, but he 
a case as that, it might be that no. believed that by prolonging this debate 
honourable man could really express they would be really saving the time of 
regret. The Chairman of Committees— the House. What might happen? 
he was not referring to any particular They might have endless conflicts with 
occupant of that oftice—was necessarily the constituencies. Hon. Members would 
more tinged'with partisanship than the remember the case where practically the 
Speaker; he was elected from the whole of the constituencies of Ireland 
majority in the House, and when his were disfranchised. Suppose they had a 
duties were over he returned to its con- | case of that kind again. The Irish Party, 
flicts. If such a Chairman exercised his. in the only way they had of protesting 
powers arbitrarily, and the minority against tyrannical authority, might 
thought it necessary to protest in order refuse to obey the authority of the Chair, 
to call attention to the injustice, with the result that the whole of the 
what weapon had they? Force, after Irish constituencies, represented by 
all, was the ultimate remedy in most Nationalist Members, might be dis- 
cases, The supporters of the Govern- franchised. What would the House of 
ment exercised force by means of their Commons gain, what would Ireland 
majority; the minority could exercise gain, and what would this country gain, 
force only by the power of resistance. | by entering {into a bitter and prolonged 
They had got a very extreme remedy | conflict with practically the whole of 
which they thought was honourable ‘the Irish constituencies? That was what 

This was a well considered act of policy, | would happen, although they might ex- 
and the Government said they were | clude the Irish representatives from the 
right, but under these conditions no precincts of the House. What happened 
honourable man could possibly apologise. | when Mr. Bradla ugh was excluded from 
A man of sensitive honour would find it | the House ? Why, a series of scandals, 
more difficult to apologise than a man | which degraded the House of Commons 
with less sense of honour. The more! more than anything else. The new 
honourable the man was, the — it Rules had been introduced, it was said, for 
_ be for his constituency. Some | saving time, but if the right hon. Gentle- 
10n. Member opposite said that if a Stal : i ith these 
constituency backed up its Member it | ™®” peienen i peonceding we oe 
was a party to his offence, but that was | 2¢W Rules he would waste ten times as 
not a fair argument. After all, most | much time as he could possibly save by 
constituencies backed up their Members | passing them. 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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(10.26.) CoLtoneL SAUNDERSON | Irish Party made a speech which he 
(Armagh, N.) said he thought that one} thought was of a very remarkable 
Irish Member at least ought to express| character. The hon. and _ learned 


his opinion from the Ministerial side of |Gentleman the Member for Waterford 
the House, andhe might say that that one | was not only a very able and eloquent 
Irish Member was one whodid not happen | speaker, but he was one of those few 
to object to these Rules. They had all seen | Irishmen who did not allow their 
the very interesting Return which had tongues to run away with their brains. 
been furnished to hon. Members of this When he spoke he spoke with delibera- 
House giving details of the proceedings | tion and eloquence, and with evidence 
in regard to this question in foreign of careful preparation. Now this 
Parliaments. He did not think it was! debate occurred in the House dealing 
likely that the House of Commons would | with these painful circumstances, and 
go to foreign Parliaments for tuition as | on that occasion the hon. and learned 
to the method of conducting its affairs.| Gentleman used some very remark- 
He happened on one occasion to be a| able words, which he, at any rate, 
spectator at a debate in the Chambre des | had never forgotten, He would read 
Députés. The debate was of an exciting those words to the House, because 
character, and from what he saw upon they bore directly upon the question 
that occasion he was convinced that if! which they were now considering. The 
they took the Rules of the Chambre des /hon. Member for Waterford used these 
Députés they would not tend to facilitate | words— 

public business in the House of Commons. | «} say that, just as in the human body the 
He remembered that most of the time | presence of a foreign substance is a constant 





during the debate there were three | source of irritation and a constant source of 
Members addressing the Chair at the | 
same time. After that had gone on for | 
some time the President of the Chambre | 
des Députés put on his hat to show that | 
there was thunder in the air. The only | 
result of his putting on his hat. 
was that a stranger in the box | 
next to him made an impassioned speech, | 
and his recollection of that scene in the | 
French Chamber was such that he did | 
not think it was an example which 
they would be likely to follow blindly | 
in this country. 

He did not know whether any 
hon. Member had stated clearly in| 
this debate why, as he believed, these | 
Rules had been formulated and | 
presented to Parliament. He was not | 
sure that any Member of the Treasury | 
Bench had done so. He hoped that | 
after he had sat down, there would be | 
no doubt as to why this had been | 
done. The House might remember the | 
painful scene of last session. That scene, | 
he was sorry to say, did not do so much in| 
his opinion to degrade the House of | 
Commons as to degrade the country to | 
which he belonged. Therefore he would 
allude to that scene, and as an Irishman | 
he did so with pain. What happened | 


danger, so the presence of a foreign element ir 
this Parliament is the same, because the 
foreign element is made up of a body of men 
who are with you but not of you—a body of 
men to whom the ancient glories and great 
traditions of this House have no meaning, a 
body of men who regard this House and this 
Parliament simply as an instrument for the 
oppression of their country, and in dealing 
with such an element I assert that no Rules 
that the wit of man can devise can save 
your Parliament from being injured and 
degraded.” 


He looked upon that at the time as 
a challenge thrown down by the hon. 


| and learned Member on behalf of the 


Party which he led, and he (the hon. 
Member) held that the answer to that 
challenge was the Rules which they 
were now considering. He did not 
think that the House of Commons was 
so worn out and effete that it could not 
meet a challenge of that kind. What 
was the proposal? How was that 
challenge met? All hon. Members in 
the House under these Rules were 
treated exactly alike. Hon. Members 
from Ireland and hon. Gentlemen on 
the opposite side who opposed these 
Rules had stated over and over again 
that the Rules were made only for the 
Irish. He contended that they were 
meant for any hon. Member who 


afterwards? A debate occurred in this | attempted to disregard the authority of 


House which hon. 
remember, and the Leader of the| 


Members might | the Chair, and who attempted to degrade 


Parliament in the eyes of the world. 





He did not believe that very much 
objection could be taken to the 
periods of 20, 40, and 80 days. The 
First Lord of the Treasury had not 
attempted a mathematical justification 
of those figures, but the main objection, 
as far as he could see, which had 
been taken to the Rules during this 
debate was that which concerned the 
“sincere apology ” from those who dis- 
regarded the authority of the Chair. 
Personaly he had no _ particular 
affection for the word “ sincere,” because 
to his mind, when an apology was 
made, if them an who made it was a 
truthful gentleman it must be s‘ncere. 
He could no: conceive how any hon. 
Member, from whatever part of the 
country he came, could believe that 
there was any degradation in offering 
an apology to Mr. Speaker or to any- 
body who sat in the Chair for having 
broken the Rule by disregarding the 
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the pepper and salt of this Assembly. 
At the present moment there was one 
abstainer. He did not know anything 
about him. He: had not heard as yet 
that there was any revolutionary 
tendency in Galway. Whatever new 
Rules might be passed, no matter how 
drastic, the Irish Members would return 
undoubtedly. These gentleman hoped 
at some future time to attain the 
position of Parliamentary rulers of 
their native land, and until that 
happened depend upon it they would 
always be seen sitting below the gang- 
way opposite. Another argument used 
by the hon. and learned Member was 
that they would get into conflict with 
the constituencies, If a constituency 
persisted in returning to this House 
a Member who deliberately neglected 
to obey the ruling of the Chair and 
absolutely refused to obey the Rules of 
Parliament, that constituency did not 
deserve to have a Member. Nothing 
that the Government had done up to 





authority of the Chair. He could quite|the present day was more popular in 
conceive circumstances under which he} the vast majority of the constituencies 
himself might come under this Rule. |in Great Britain than this proposal on 
He was not an Englishman, and he| their part to maintain the authority 
was proud of being an Irishman. He} of the Chair. 


could quite conceive that in a moment | . a 
of heat, he might, believing himself at | Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : No, no. 


the time to be in the right, act) _. - —e : 
contrary to the direction of the Chair. | Pee ae SAUN DERSON : The hon. 
If he came under the action of the | Member always says “ No, no,” to every- 


Rule, he should be wanting in respect | thing. Personally he hoped that the 
to the House, and wanting in the | Government would not be led by those un- 


character which belongs'to Members of | certain voices which came from behind them 


the House, if he thought it was an | t0 alter this Rule. With regard to the 





insult to him to acknowledge to the 
Chair that he was sorry for what he 
had done. So far from degrading a 
Member of the House, he thought an 
apology of this sort would raise him in 
the estimation of his fellow Members. 
The argument of the hon. and learned 
Member for South Shields was that if 
these Rules were carried they,j would 
cause the Irish Members to abstain 
from attending. They would all become 
total abstainers. And this filled the 
hon. and learned Gentleman with 
despair. It would, so far as he under- 
stood from the speech, lead to revolution 
somewhere or other. If the Irish 
Members abstained from attending no 
one would regret it more than himself. 
To his mind the Irish Memhers were 


Col. Saunderson. 





apology, he regretted that the word 
“sincere ” was put in the new Rule, but as 
it was there he did not see exactly how 
the Government could take it out. If the 
removal of the word “sincere” would 
commend the proposed apology to hon. 
Members who contemplate in the future 
showing their contempt for the Chair and 
the Rules of the House, he should see it 
removed with pleasure. In conclusion he 
had to say that he, as an Irishman, had 
sat in this House for a great many years. 
He could say with all sincerity that, look- 
ing back on his past life, having entered 
this House as a young man, and, being 
now an old man, he looked upon his 
connection with it as the most honour- 
able part of his life, and he deplored the 
idea that there were compatriots of his 
who disregarded its traditions and its. 
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greatness. He hoped the Government 
would hold on to these Rules, and put 
them in force. He had no doubt that 
in time to come, the House of Commons 
would show to the country and the world 
that they were capable of maintaining its 
great and glorious traditions, of which 
every Member had the right to be proud. 


(10.40.) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR 
said the speech just delivered by the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman the 
Member for North Armagh was one 
of the most remarkable delivered in 
the course of the debate. It was re- 
markable for two somewhat opposite 
characteristics — its frankness and _ its 
reticence. It was remarkable for its 


frankness because it had put this Rule on | 


its true basis and traced it to its real 
origin. It was 
reticence, because among his multi- 
tudinous recollections of Parliamentary 


proceedings the right hon. Gentleman | 


somehow or other forgot to mention the 


proceedings which occurred in the House | 
He might be | 


on the 27th of July, 1893. 
tempted to allude to the proceedings of 


that eventful evening in a tone of partisan- | 


ship, but he did not intend to do so. He 
intended to use the proceedings of that 
evening and the conduct of the right hon. 
and gallant Gentleman himself, not as a 
matter of recrimination against him, 
not as a cause of bitter recollection 
with regard to these events, but as 
a proof that the method of proceedings 
proposed in this new Rule was 
wrong. Everybody knew 
number of the Members of this House, 
and notably the hon. Member for the St. 


Albans Division, who had had the courage | 
to avow his share in the proceedings, on | 


that occasion refused to obey the ruling 
of the Chair. There was a scene of great 
disorder, and the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman found it necessary to demon- 


strate his feelings and his opinions by the | 
use of that physical force, which, in spite | 


of his age, he still preserves, with vigour. 
It was still a matter of dispute whether 
a Nationalist colleague of his or the right 
hon. and gallant Gentleman was entitled 
to claim the belt as the champion boxer 
of this Assembly. The right hon. Gentle- 


man spoke of the painful scene which | 
occurred in the French Chamber, but | 


there was a much more painful scene in 


{11 Fepruary 1902} 


remarkable for its | 


that a 
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| by the strangers in the gallery because of 
the brutality that was displayed. On 
‘the terrace a few days afterwards the 
travellers in the penny steamboats pointed 
| out the right hon. Gentlemanas the leading 
| combatant on that occasion. Yet, when 
| the Speaker was called in, not one Member 
| was called upon to apologise. No notice 
|of a punitive character was taken of the 
|incident. All sides of the House agreed 
| in acting on the wise and generous thought 
| that ebullitions of passion of that kind 
| were much better buried and forgotten 
| than remembered, and that they should 
|not be followed by punishment or re- 
crimination. But suppose these had been 
| Irishmen. [An Hon. MEMBER: They 
were.| Well, supposing the Member for 
St. Albans had been an Irishman, and 
that this Rule had been in existence, and 
supposing the hon. Gentleman the Junior 
Lord of the Treasury—he thought that 
hon. Gentleman’s absence was discretion 
itself—and twenty or thirty other English 
Members had been named, suspended, 
expelled, and compelled to apologise, 
would they not have perorated about the 
tyranny of the Rules and the Chair ? 


The First Lord said that he was not 
going to pass this Rule because of any 
action of foreign Assemblies ; but the right 
hon. Gentleman must acknowledge that 
the punishments under this Rule were 
much more severe than those inflicted in 
foreign Assemblies. The French Chamber 
| was the most representative institution in 
France, but with all the varied dynastic, 
political, and social views represented in 
the Assembly no one had ever ventured to 
propose such a form of punishment as 
was here proposed. He would say at 
once that he would not object to this Rule 
so much as he did if he thought it would 
be administered impartially to every 
section of the House. He maintained 
that this Rule was intended for one 
section of the House alone. It was all 
very fine to gild the pill by saying 
that nobody need come under the Rule, 
but that if any man, whatever section he 
_ belonged to, offended, he would be equally 
‘liable to its penalties. That was what 
was said in the Southern States of 
America. There they had exactly the same 
laws for black and white, in regerd to 
voting, but somehow or other, the 
blacks did not manage to vote. What- 
| ever might be the theory of the matter, 


| 


this House when hon. Memberswere hissed | the right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
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the Member for North Armagh had 
given him the true genesis of the Bill, 


and that was the scene which occurred | Gentlemen oppos:te 


in the House last year. He would give 
another reason for his allegation. He 
believed that hon. Gentlemen on the 
other side of the House stated that this 
Rule was only intended to apply to cases 
where the order or ruling of the Chair 
was forcibly, violently, and physically 
resisted. [An Hon. MEMBER on the 
Ministerial benches: No.] Well, the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman opposite 
was evidently of that opinion, because 
he had put the scene of last session as the 
beginning and origin of this Rule; and 
therefore he took it that the Rule was 
intended to put down a repetition of such 
a scene. But that was not the Rule at 
all. 


{COMMONS} 


| 





| 
| 
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opposed from the other side of the 
House, Radical Members telling hon. 
that they had 
wilfully and persistently obstructed 
them, as was the case last Wednesday 
with the Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill. 
Take another case. In the session of 
1893, hon. Members would remember 
the manner in which the Home Rule 
Bill of the session was opposed. The 
Biil was resisted line by line, word by 
word, syllable by syllable. by the Tory 
Party. and by the most diverse forms 
of Amendment. He would remind the 
House, merely by way of illustration, of 
one Amendment, moved by the hon. 


'and learned Gentleman who proposed 


Forcible, violent, and physical re- | 


sistance to the order and ruling of the | 


Chair was an offence which might very 
well be visited with severe penalties ; but 


they were not dealing alone with cases | 


of disregarding the authority of the Chair. 
When he heard more than one hon. 
Gentleman in the course of the debate 


this Rule that night in a speech which 
at least had the merit of brevity. That 
hon. and learned Gentleman talked of 
the great and magnificent speech of the 
First Lord of the Treasury in introducing 
the new Rules. He did not object for 
a moment to the leader of the orchestra 
being applauded by the audience, but 
it was too much when that was done by 


| the Gentleman who played the triangles! 


speaking of defying the authority of the | 


Chair, it confirmed him in the impres- 
sion that a large number of hon. Mem- 


bers had not read or digested the Rule, | 
/moved on the 11th May 1893, on the 


which said— 


‘*Disregarding the authority of the Chair, 
or of abusing the Rules of the House, by per- 
sistently and wilfully obstructiny the business 
of the House, or otherwise.” 


In other words, this Rule, increasing the , 


amount of the penalties, and compelling 
an apology, was not merely for defying 


j 


the authority of the Chair, whether | 


forcibly, violently, or physically, but for 
wilful and persistent obstruction of the 
business of the House, ‘or otherwise.” 
“Or otherwise, or otherwise, or other- 
wise !”” 

He put it to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, what was wilful and persistent 
obstruction! Why, a _ good 
people would say—he did not say it— 
but a good many people would say 
that any strong and violent opinion 
expressed in regard to the Bill 
that was being discussed in the House 
was wilful and persistent obstruction. 
{Hon. MempBers on the Ministerial 
Benches: No.] Well, he pitied those 
hon. Gentlemen, but he could imagine 


many | 


He asked what was wilful and persistent 
obstruction, and by way of illustration, 
he would refer to an Amendment which 
the hon. and learned Member for Thirsk 


Home Rule Bill. That hon. and learned 
Member introduced an Amendment, 
‘To substitute for the words House of 
Commons, ‘ 7'yeay na niaral.” On that 
occasion the hon. and'learned Gentleman 
was playing the harp and not the 
triangles. He asked was that wilful and 
persistent obstruction ? What occurred! 
Mr. Gladstone, and his colleagues brought 
_down a series of Resolutions which were 
popularily described as a very violent 
and drastic method of dealing with the 
proceedings going on in the House. 
What was the justification for those 
drastic measures? It was that in the 
opinion of the Government of the day 
there was wilful and persistent obstruc- 
tion. He wanted to know how hon. 
Gentlemen opposite would like that form 
_of interpretation of wilful and persistent 
obstruction when they were in as hopeless 


' a minority as the Liberal Party were now 


in. 
He went on to the phrase ‘‘or other- 
| wise.” What did it mean? Why, it 


when Radical measures were strongly | was contrary to the whole traditions and 


Mr. T. I’. O'Connor. 
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canons of criticism in regard to criminal | to be regarded as a proprietary club, that 
offences and their punishments. These | could select or co-appoint any man it 
words “or otherwise’’ were studiously | pleased? A more monstrous doctrine he 
vague, and he could imagine the day | had never heard laid down than that 
when, tyranny growing on what it fed, | the House was to dictate the kind and 

‘or otherwise’ might be interpreted to | ‘fashion of man to be admitted. As to 
mean any form of prolonged opposition | the question of the apology, the right 
to any legislation which a Radical or a| hon. and gallant Gentleman said that he 
Tory Ministry of the day might wish to | hoped Irish Members would not be de- 
pass into law. An extraordinary argu-|terred from coming to the House. | His 


ment had been used, with the sanction | 
of the First Lord, in regard to the rights | 
of the House as contrasted with those of | 
the constituencies. It had been objected | 
that when they expelled a Member. they | 
punished not the Member, but dis-| 
franchised the constituency. He was | 
perfectly sure that if this rule was put, 
in operation against the First Lord of | 
the Treasury, no-one would be so de- | 
lighted as ,that right hon. Gentleman at | 
80 days expulsion from the House, and | 
he was so far in sympathy with the right | 
hon. Gentleman that he hoped before | 
many years were over the right hon. 
Gentleman would [get it. They did not | 
punish the Member, but the constituency | 
which dared to send a Member who did 
not obey—not the orders of the House, | 
but the interpretation of the orders of | 
the House by the Government of the | 
day. He observed the right hon. and | 
gallant Gentleman opposite shake his | 
head ; but was not the Chairman of the 
House the nominee of the Ministry of 


solemn conviction was that the framer 
of the rule meant that Irish Members 
should be driven from the House, and 
he thought its authorship would be a 
problem more easy to decide than the 
existing problem between Bacon) and 
Shakespeare. He warned the House 
that it would not be acting in the 
interests of Ireland, or in the interests 
of England, in doing anything to make 
constitutional and Parliamentary agita- 
tion more difficult in Ireland than it was 
at present ; and he said that the House 
was doing a bad day’s work in protlaim- 


‘ing that there was one law for English: 


men and another for Irishmen.) [An 
Hon. MempBer: No, no. | What was 


the meaning of that faint and academic 
| 66 No,”’ 


in face of the historical fapts he 
had brought before the House, showing 
| that scarcely ever had an English Member 
| been punished for even the most flagrant 
_ violation of the Rules of the House, That 
rule showed a narrow mind—a mind 
wanting in amenity and gencrosity, and 





the day? If times were hot, and dis-|a spirit of tyranny and coercion on 
eussion was prolonged, and Bills were | the part of one nation against another. 

important, was it not the man selected | 

by the Ministry of theday, amanknown| (11.5.) Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Now 
to be a strong man anda strong partisan, | that the House has listened, I am sure with 
who would put down wilful and | great appreciation and amusement, to 
sistent obstruction? As had been pointed | the powerful speech which has just been 
out, they had not only in that matter to} delivered by the hon. Member and _ to 
deal with the Speaker, who, by years of | many other speeches on what is, after 
experience, had been raised above the | all, a very simple issue, I hope the 
strife of party, so that he, a member of | House is about to arrive at a decision : 

one political party, was elected to his | because the House will have observed 
high office by the Government of another | the debate upon which we have been 
political party. He would not always be | engaged is a Second Reading debate ona 
the interpreter of that rule; it would | particular clause. My right hon. friend, 
also have to be interpreted by the Chair-| no doubt most wisely, and cbrtainly 
man, who was chosen by the Government | with his usual courtesy, yielded instantly 
of the day, and by a doubly-distilled | to the desire expressed by the Opposition 
partisan, the Deputy Chairman. They | for a Second Reading debate upon the 
would not punish a Member by exclud-| rules as a whole; but if in adilition a 
ing him from the House. They would | Second Reading "debate is entered into 
punish his constituents; and was it to| upon each rule as it is presented, besides 
be said that the House of Commons was | discussion of Amendments, I am afraid 





| 
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been made out for the proposals of the 
| Government. I said tonight, as I said 
before, that a proposal, for instance, to 


as wilful and persistent obstruction. | substitute for the first punishment, and, 
I am quite sure nothing of the kind is | naturally for the others also, working 


to be feared from the House of Commons. | 
especially in its present mood of exceed- | 
ing good temper and self-satisfaction. | 
I hope, therefore, we may come to a 
decision, at all events on this stage of| 
the proceedings, and I would ask the | 
House to consider what is the issue we are | 
considering. The Motion, I understand, | 
Mr. Speaker, which you will put from the | 
Chair is ‘‘ That the words proposed to be | 
left out stand part of the Standing Order.”’ | 
{An Hon. Member: No, no.] Yes, I| 
understand that is the form in which | 
the Motion will be put, and it is of great | 
importance that the House should notice 
this form. Those alone who think that 
no Amendment whatever is desirable | 
can vote for that Motion. We are not 
dealing now with any particular Amend- 
ment—not with questions of ten years 
or twenty years [Several Hon. Mem- 
BERS: Oh, oh !]—of ten days or 
twenty days. We are not dealing with 
the question of apology or regret, whether 
sincere or otherwise, but with the main 
question, does this Rule providing for 
the order of the House of Commons 
require Amendment in any particular ? 
And if any of my thon. friends who 
do not agree with the proposals of the 
Government still think some change 
is desirable, they are bound in common 
sense and reason to vote against the, 
Motion that the words proposed to be | 
left out stand part of the Question and 
to allow further opportunity to the 
House to discuss the details of any | 
Amendment which may be proposed. 
I understand from the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition that he is going on this 
occasion to vote for the Motion as, 
put from the Chair. As I understand, 
he is going to vote in favour of the} 
Motion which commits the House to 
no Amendment of this Rule whatever. 
That is consistent with his speech 
tonight, according to which no case 
whatever has been made out by the} 
Government for any change. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I did not say that. I said no case had |i 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


' days, sitting days, instead of calendar 
days, would get over the obvious 
| absurdity which sometimes arises from 


| the inadequacy of the first punishment, 


but otherwise I saw no case for anything 
like the proposals of the Government 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: What I 
heard the right hon. Gentleman say, and 
what he has just now repeated, was 
that the fact that a Member might be 
punished at the end of the session would 
involve an insufficient penalty for his 
offence, and he quoted a particular case 
in which a Gentleman had been brought 
to the notice of the House and con- 
demned a day before the prorogation 
[Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : Whitsun- 
tide]—a day before the Whitsuntide 
adjournment. He complained of us 
for not basing our proposals on a 
sufficient case. But one reason why we 
have not put forward what the right 
hon. Gentleman claimed from us is 
that we thought that with a few ex- 
ceptions hon. Members on both sides, 
as well as the country, were convinced 
that our rules gave us_ insufficient 
power over unruly Members. We 
thought that was admitted by the right 


hon. Gentleman, because when he 
opened this discussion on ‘Thursday 
last he went much further than he 


did tonight and said— 


“IT am disposed cordially to admit”—not 
merely to admit, but to admit with his whole 
heart—* that the present term of suspension 
is too short.” 


and he actually referred to the pre- 
sent system as farcical, though he went 
on to say that he thought the Govern- 


'ment had gone too far in the other 


direction. Is it then consistent, when 


you think that the present system is 


farcical, when you cordially admit 


_that the present term of suspension 
|is too short, to vote for a 
|which will prevent you from consider- 


Motion 


ing any Amendments at all ? 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | the exact punishment accorded to any 
Amendments which the Government one of the breaches of discipline which 


throughout the course of this debate 
have shown no disposition whatever 
to listen to. 


MR. 
me. That obser:ation is entirely irre- 
levant to the argument. Grant, if you 
please, that the Amendments proposed 
by the Government are, in the opinion 
of the right hon. Gentleman, unsatis- 
factory ; grant that the time which we 
propose in future to adopt asthe time 
of suspension is too long, the right hon. 
Gentleman has said that the present 
time of suspension is too short; and if 
he will wait until the actual Amendment 
is before the House it will be in his 
power to move that our 20 days be 
turned into ten, or into any other figure 
he thinks proper and correct. But I 
say again it is altogether inconsistent, 
and not treating this subject in the non- 
party spirit in which he affected to treat 
it, that he should meet our proposals, 
not by Amendments, which, of course, 
we should be bound to consider with all 
the attention they deserve, but by an 


| absolute non possumus, which renders all 


Amendment impossible. The argument 
against our Amendments is that they 
are too severe. I do not think hon. 
Members who have spoken against them, 
whether on the other or on this side of 
the House, have sufficiently appreciated 
the gravity of the offence against which 
they are directed. [ have said on former 
occasions, and I repeat, that the very 
foundation of the dignity and position 
and order of a great representative 
Assembly such as ours is the authority 
of the Chair. That is almost sacred. 
All other offences may be shown to be 


J. CHAMBERLAIN: Pardon | 


venial, but to disobey the authority of | 


the Chair is an offence which cannot 
be pardoned; and unless it can be 
shown—and it is almost an absurdity 
to put such an hypothesis before the 
House with its present experience—un- 
less it can be shown that it has been 
in the past and is likely in the future 
to be religiously respected, we have 
sufficient excuse for bringing forward 


may occur is a matter almost impossible 


to argue. The only thing that is neces- 
sary is that the punishment! should be 


| sufficient to secure the png we have 


in view; and if the punishment be 
only sufficient to obtain that result 
the best answer to all complaints is 
that the punishment will) never be 
enforced, and would have thé: effect we 
desire it to have because there will be 
none of these breaches of distipline, and 
accordingly no punishment. 


The hon. Member who has just sat down 
tried to make a distinction. I think I 
understood him to say that he agreed 
that to defy the authority of the Chair was 
really a very serious offence, but he 
said that the terms of the rule are that 
you may be brought before the House 
and condemned by the House, not only 
for disregarding the authority of the 
Chair, but also “ for persistently 
obstructing the business of the House, 
or otherwise abusing the Rules of the 
House.” There is really no distinction 
between those two phrases. Who is the 
authority who interprets the Rules of 
the House? Itis Mr. Speaker. Nobody 
can be brought before the House for 
abusing the Rules of the House, except 
by the authority either of Mr. Speaker 
or of the Chairman of Committees. 
[An Hon. Memper: Or of the Deputy 
Chairman.] Or of the Deputy Chairman 
—that is to say, by the authority of 
Mr. Speaker or of his temporary sub- 
stitute. Therefore it is absurd to say 
that either branch of the rule in any 
way alters its general effect. In either 
case, when a Member has been suspended 
in the past, or would be suspended in 
future, it would practically be for dis- 
regarding the orders of the Chair. 


Does the hon. Member know when 
this rule was brought into force? It 
was brought into force in 1880, 


under Mr. Gladstone, and it has been 
in force ever since, for more than 20 
years; and there has never been the 
slightest suspicion of any abuse of the 


‘rule of the Speaker or the Chairman. 


Now there is a new cry to the effect that 


measures for making the penalties for | the Deputy Chairman is not to be trusted 
disobeying the authority of the Chair | as the Speaker has been and as the Chair- 


much more severe. 


What should be | man has been. The Deputy Chairman 
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will be appointed under exactly the same 
conditions as the existing Chairman. His 
oceupation of the Chair will be more ex- 
ceptional, because it will only take place 
when the Speaker and Chairman are 
absent, and it is really too much to sug- 
gest that he will disregard the traditions 
of the House, and will not try just as 
much to see fair play. No man would 
long occupy the Chair, either as Chairman 
of Committees or as Deputy Chairman, if 
he showed any such unfairness as is 
hypothetically imputed to him. An 
attempt has been made to show that to 
disregard the authority of the Chair, 


whether occupied by the Speaker or by | 


the Chairman of Committees, is a thing 
which may properly take place in excep- 
tional circumstances, and for which a man 
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isa matter of slight importance, and if 
hon. Gentlemen decline to take my 
word I must leave it with them. But, 
as a matter of fact, these Rules have 
not been framed with regard to any 
particular section of the House. They 
have been framed with regard to 
offences and not with regard to persons. 
If hon. Gentlemen opposite insist upon 
being treated separately, then one must 
deal only with their own statements. | 
will take the statement of the Leader of 
the Irish Party, who is, I think, the 
very last person likely to be brought 
'within the purview of the Rule, for, 
however extreme his views may be, 
there is no one more careful to observe 
| Parliamentary traditions. 





does not deserve punishment, and for 
which, above all, he should not be called 
on for an apology. It is the old discus- 
sion brought to the floor of this House and 
applied to our own proceedings between | 
lawlessness and law. The feeling which 
I believe is held by the vast majority of | 
the House is that a law, be it good or 
oor seg ee en (ane made with regard to the hon. 


" : : _Gentleman’s subsequent career. Ap- 
ings, aad Tay Seat low sade by Ae | savantly the Rule which then existed, 


Speaker, whether it be good or bad, |! se 
mel be obeyed. If it is contended |!™perfect though it was, has had a 
hat the law is bad, then proper | ‘thoroughly satisfactory effect. The hon. 
ieanebenier should be taken to alter the | “@ntleman has said in the country that 
law; but it is absolutely essential, if by long as —— = oe 
our proceedings are to be conducted | °r¢ against their will, an a 
with any order or dignity at all, that | belief that their country is unfairly 
the law laid down by the Speakershould | treated as compared with apd parts 
be at once and immediately observed. | of the kingdom they ee Pe no 
Now, that applies to every Member of | respect to the traditions of the House. 
the H aa it is really not accurate |The hon. Gentleman has said that they 
ela aa J jare an alien party, and that it would 


i i ht in with Rigs = ; 
as deed eee vie | be their object to bring our proceedings 


any particular application to any section | . ; 
of thie House. The Irish representatives | into contempt. That "i o ; 7 
have been introduced into this debate by | not dealing now with 7 e meri . 0 em 
themselves and by some other Members| Statement. But what I say is that tha 
7 | statement invites us to take precautions 

a | to prevent our procedure being rendered 
|abortive by the action of any minority, 

Mr. LOUGH: You did it first at | however respectable the motives of that 


Edinburgh. | minority may be. 
| 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
I was suspended the first night I entered 
the House. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That does 
not in the least effect the observation I 


‘ 7 7. Nath; | Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I do not 
- heli enemigos ti peng de | think I ever used the words that our object 


i n be referred to in this . ; 
ee ea at any time I may | ¥4& to bring the House _ weap. 
have spoken on the subject the Rules Bewag said that the % sat 
were not even in existence. I mean the | °™!28 itself into contempt by its own 
drafts were not in existence. Really, it | #¢t0n- 

Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am refer-| House because we have degraded their 
ring to speeches delivered by the hon. | Members, I really think he mistakes 
Gentleman in Ireland. ‘altogether the view which constituencies 

| will take of this matter. I am not in 
‘the least moved by this threat of a 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That is! whole constituency coming down 
rather an unfair taunt. I do notthink | to defend its honour because its Mem- 
ever made the statement in Ireland, but ber has been punished for disobey- 
whatever I may have said in Ireland I ing: the authority of the Chair. 


am prepared to say here. | In the same way some of my hon. friends 
: have referred to our past proceedings. 


Really, they seem to me to show a great 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I beg the forgetfulness of the nature of those 
hon. Gentleman not tomisunderstandme. | proceedings, and also a certain want of 
I did not mean to suggest that he has | appreciation of the argument. If it be 
said in Ireland things he would not true that in the case of Mr. Plimsoll the 
repeat here. As a matter of fact, he | authority of the Chair was grossly defied, 
has said stronger things here than if it be true, in the case of my hon. friend 
those to which Iam referring. I the Member for St. Albans, that he 
merely said the speech was delivered in | grossly defied the authority of the 
Ireland to give him a reference for veri- | Chairman, all I can say is that that only 
fication, and I think I can give him | proves that there was need then for the 
quotations which go beyond anything [ rules we are now proposing. If it be 
have indicated as having been said by true that either of those gentlemen 
him. But, at all events, there is no behaved in the way in which we are now 
doubt that hon. Members from Ireland , contemplating, then they deserved the 
in calling attention to their peculiar punishment which we attach to that 
situation have placed themselves in a | offence. 
different position from other Members of 
the House by declaring their intentions But, Sir, that story about 1893 has 
very frankly, and thus have necessitated been absolutely misrepresented to the 
action not against them alone, but, House. I was not in the House at the 
against everybody who should adopt | time, as I have informed the hon, 
such a course of proceeding. Member for Carnarvon, who always 

tries in debates of this kind to introduce 

The main objection which has been purely personal issues. What happened 
made by hon. friends on this side of the wasthis. I was the last speaker before 
House, as well as by other members else- the guillotine fell. As soon as I had 
where, is to the apology, as it is called, spoken I left the House, going into the 
which is asked for at the expiry of the division lobby. I only came back with 
period of suspension. I do not want to the Speaker, the door having been 
quibble about words ; but I do not think locked in the interval. But I heard at 
myself itis an apology. It isan expression the time from others, and I have refreshed 
of regret. And it seems to me there is My memory by looking at Hunsard, of 
some distinction between an expression what took place in my absence, and it 
of regret andapology. It is not, assome | was something absolutely different from 
have suggested, an admission that the what has been represented by the hon. 
offender against the Rules of the House Member for Carnarvon and the hon. 
is in the wrong. All that is asked from | Member for the Scotland Division. 
him is an expression of regret for having 
disobeyed the law—that is the authority | 
of the Chairman for the time being. I) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I accepted 
do not think there is any humiliation in| the right hon. Gentleman’s statement. 
that. And when the hon. Gentleman | 
the Member for Battersea threatens us 
that if we are not careful some London; Mr. J.CHAMBERLAIN: Oh. yes, but 
constituencies will, as was done, 100) I do not thank the hon. Gentleman 
years ago, batter at the walls of the [‘‘Oh!”] this is what happened. At 
2Q 
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the conclusion of my speech something 
which I said offended some of the hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, and they called 
out an offensive expression to which, 
indeed, I had become at that time 
quite used, and of which | personally 
desired that no notice whatever should 
be taken, but my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for St. Albans, after the division 
was called, in his place, with his hat 
on—all this history will be found in 
Hansard—called the attention of the 
Chairman to the fact that offensive 
words had been used with regard to 
me, as I say I was not in the House 
at the time. The Chairman —there 
being «a deal of noise in the Chamber 
at the time—said that he did not hear the 
words. Thereupon two other hon. Mem- 
hers said that they had heard the words, 
and asked the Chairman to take them 
down. Now, I will just read to the 
House what the Chairman himself said 
when, coming into the House later, he 
was asked by the Speaker what had 
occurred. The Chairman of Committees 
said— 


* Perhaps some hon. Members may not have 
heard what I did report. I will therefore re 
port again—namely, first of all, that there was 
so much noise that I did not hear the expres- 
sions which have been referred to. In the 
next place, I saw the hon. Member for Hert- 
fordshire endeavouring to attract my atten 
tion; I endeavoured to hear what he said, 
but could not on account of the noise. I asked 
if the hon. Member wished to make any 
Motion. Then another hon. Member, the 
Member for Preston, endeavoured to call my 
attention, but I could not hear what he said, 
the noise was so great. Presently the hon. 
Member for Hertfordshire came to a place 
where I could hear, and moved that certain 
words be taken down. I informed him I had 
not heard the words, and could not tell from 
what quarter they proceeded ; but, in aceord- 
ance with the rules, I ordered them te be 
taken down, and, the Motion having been 
made, I sent for you, Sir, in arder that T might 
make my report to the House.” 


Now, Sir, from the beginning to the 
end there were no orders given by the 
Chairman which were disobeyed [‘ Oh!’] 
no orders whatever. ‘There was no case 
whatever which in the slightest degree 
resembled the case. 


Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman read the 
observations of the hon. Member for 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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| North Louth, on page 727. The ques- 
tion was raised by him, that after the 
Division had been called hon. Gentlemen 
refused to leave the House. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Ido not 
really see why the hon. Gentleman 
should interrupt me for the purpose of 
calling my attention to a statement 
made by an unofficial Member of the 
House. I have read the report made by 
the Chairman of Committees to the 
Speaker of that day, and | say there is 
no reference in that report, as given in 
Hansard, of any breach of order in the 
sense of any disobedience to orders given 
by the Chairman. The cases are abso- 
lutely different. But, as 1 say, if it had 
been otherwise, if there had been dis- 
obedience, all 1 can say is that a Rule 
such as we are proposing would be a 
very proper Rule to have called into 
operation. 


Now, Sir, there is one other argument 
with which | ought to deal, and that is 
the question which has been raised by 
several hon. Members as to the merits 
of the particular matter which may be 
under discussion when a breach of order 
takes place. My hon. friend the Mem- 
ber tor the St. Albans Division, | think 
went very far, iturther, perhaps, than 
he intended to go. He said that he 
himself or other Members of the Hous« 
might, under some excitement, or on 
behalf of a cause which to them was 
a righteous cause, be betrayed into 
some misbehaviour of this kind. Yes, 
that is conceivable, but if he says that 
that is a reason why afterwards he 
should not make amends, then | say that 
his argument is simply an argument in 
favour of anarchy. lia man may give 
us an argument in favour of a breach 
of the law, the fact that he con- 
scientiously believes himself to be right, 
then that is an excuse for every 
anarchist. Every disturbance of social 
order is justified in the opinion of the 
offender, by the fact that he believes him- 
self to be right. What we, the ; uardians 
of the order of the House, have to take 
care of is that any person who acts on 
that impression shall, at all events, be 
punished if he breaks the law so long as 
it is the law. The severity of our pro- 
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posal—the apology, as it is called, the 
mere expression of regret-—all tends to 
the same object, which is to secure that 
respect for the law of the House without 
which our proceedings cannot be satis- 
factorily conducted. 


There have been some observations 
made which I will only mention, because 
the proper discussion of them will take 
place when we come to deal with actual 
Amendments. Some hon. Members have 
objected to the words of the so-called 
apology. Ido not say that those words 
are necessarily the best words that could 
be used ; but I cannot for the life of me 
understand the distinction which some 
Members make between n expression of 
regret and an expression of sincere regret. 
li | express my regret, surely it is to be 
implied that I sincerely express it; and 
to say that the House is urgins upon a 
Member a dishonourable course, because 
it asks him to express sincere regret in- 
stead of mere regret, is a metaphysical 
distinction which I am _ totally in- 
capable of understanding. What is 
the case we are contemplating? We 
are contemplating disorderly conduct 
on the part of a Member. That 
conduct may arise from deliberation, as 
it has done on certain occasions, or it 
may be produced by the heat of the 
moment—a thing to be readily forgotten 
and atoned for. But however it arises 
the disorder takes place. Then Mr. 
Speaker or the Chairman, acting not 
for himself, but in the name and with 
the authority of the whole House, calls 
upon the Member to make amends. 
That is the first step. The Member 
disobeys the authority of the Chair, and 
it is only then that the punishment 
comes into operation. Now, is it hard 
after that, when the offender has re- 
covered his coolness, if indeed he was 
heated by discussion before, to expect 


that he should express his regret, not for 


anything connected with the original 
cause of the disturbance, but for having 
so far forgotten Parliamentary decorum 
as to dispute the authority of the Chair- 
man, who, after all, is his Chairman 
just as much as he is the Chairman of 
every section of the House. The object 
of the whole of these Rules, and of this 
section of them in particular, is not 
punishment. There is no vindictive idea 


{11 Fepruary 1902} 


Debate. ] 106 


or thought of humiliating any one, but 
simply a desire to prevent a repetition 
of the offence We believe that our 
Rules will prevent such repetition, and 
every word that has been said against 
them, and every exaggeration of their 
effect to which utterance has been given, 
convinees us that they will be fe't to be 
a serious deterrent to the disorder which 
has been deplored. 


(11.43.) Str WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Monmouthshire, W.): I wish the right 
hon. Gentleman had been able to give the 
House a little more assistance than he 
has done in what I consider to be one 
o! the gravest and most menacing situ- 
ations to the future of this House with 
which Parliament has had to deal in 
my time. The right hon. Gentleman 
began witha lamentation on the length of 
ime occupied in the debate on the Second 
Reading of this clause. In my opinion 
there has not vet been time enough. | 
have been long enough in this House 
to know that it is not always by argu- 
ment on one side or the other, that 
the real mind of the House is expressed. 
I know what the instinet of the House 
of Commons is and how it feels. I 
have listened to every word of this 
debate, and I feel that the instinet of 
the House of Commons is adverse to the 
proposals of the Government. The 
Government must be conscious of that. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: No; the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Seere- 
tary is, | know, never conscious of any- 
thing which does not square with his own 
views. But there are members of the 
Government who have more open minds. 
[ should hope that upon a matter 
which ought not to be a Party matter, 


and which concerns the highest 
interests of every Member of _ this 
assembly, the Leader of the House 


of Commons would have an open mind. 
There is no man, speaking impartially, 
who cannot but observe today that 
there is an uncomfortable feeling with 
reference to this proposal. ‘There is 
another feeling. You may profess what 
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you will in words, but everybody knows 


and feels that what the right hon. and 


gallant Member for North Armagh said | 


was true, that this measure is directed 
against a particular section of this 
House. I do not say it is intended; but 
what it does is to give rise to a feeling, 
on both sides of the House, lest this 
House should commit the greatest error 
it possibly can commit by acting in a 
vindictive spirit. [I am not going into 
the painful details of former scenes, of 
the scene of 1893, which the right hon. 
Gentleman just now challenged. I think 
it is better not to rake up these things; 
I think it is better to look at the measure 
that is placed before us; and, in my 
opinion, nothing can be more perilous in 
its consequences than the attempt, which 
has never been made before, which is 
unexampled in our proceedings, aye 
and in the proceedings of other 
tribunals, of insisting upon an apology 
following upon a punishment. That is 
a course which [ think it will be very 
unwise to follow. 


What is the con- 
sequence when you have imposed these 
penalties? The right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury said, 
and said very truly, that in discussing 
the question of whether the suspension 
is to be 4, 10, 20, or 30 days, you 
“annot come to any very definite con- 
clusion, and vou must take some figure 


going to be 


or other. 
this Resolution. Everybody feels that the 
whole gist of this Resolution lies in that 
you would never get. 
Everybody in this House, I think, 
knows that in the cases to which it 
is likely to be applied the apology cannot 
and will not be obtained. I have known 
which it 


apology, which 


cases, ecclesiastical cases, in 
was very easy to put a man into prison, 


but the greatest difficulty was how to 


get him out of, prison, because he | 


refused to make an apology, refi:sed 
even upon conscientious grounds. | have 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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But that is not the point of | 
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known very delicate cases of that kind 
and every kind of device had to be 
resorted to for the purpose of getting 
the man out of prison. That is the 
situation in which the House is now 
going to beplaced by this policy. Some- 
thing has been said about constituencies. 
Do you really mean that if the man does 
not make the apology you will keep him 
out of this House for ever, as long as he 
lives? Is that the proposal? Are you 
going to carry it over a dissolution ? But 
suppose the man demands the Chiltern 
Hundreds, and you cannot refuse it, say- 
ing: “ My convictions will not allow me 
to make an apology, but at all events 
allow me to relieve my constituency from 
What would 
be the position in which the House of 
Commons would stand then? ‘These are 
consequences which not to have 
presented themselves to the minds of 
those who have made this proposal. I 
think this is a matter which upon general 
grounds requires more consideration than 
it has had, and that the Government 


seem 


ought to desire on it the expression of 
the opinion of as large a number as 
possible of Members on both sides, in 
order that they may be guided by that 
expression of opinion. I wish that the 
Leader of the House and the Colonial 
Secretary had been able to give more 
confidence to the House that the 
hon. Members on both 
the consideration 
You cannot dispose 


opinions — of 
sides would receive 
which they demand. 
of a question of this kind ina single night, 
a thing that is going to affect the future 
of the House of Commons for genera- 
tions. If you come to a wrong decision 
the results will be very fatal. I hope, 
therefore, a time will be given for 
further and freer discussion. and above 
all that the Government will not attempt 
to use a party majority for carrying a 
measure which ought not to be treated 
in a party spirit. I do not wish to 
oceupy the time of the House or exrose 
myself to any suspicion on the part ol 





resis' 
say t 
Oppo 

diseu 
conel 

prese 
Motic 
whet] 
oppor 
when 

tion o 
specia 
duced. 


Mr. 
when 1 
which 

in the 
prope Si 
have al 
advane 
again 


Amend 


‘Lore 
that he 








1108 
kind 


o be 
ting 
the 
now 
ome- 
icles. 
does 
him 
is he 
> you 
But 
tern 
, Say- 
w me 
vents 
from 
vould 
se of 
e are 
have 
ls of 
al. I 
sneral 
. than 
iment 
on of 
er as 
es, in 
- that 
it the 
lonial 
more 

the 
both 
ration 
ispose 
night, 
future 
enera- 
scision 
hope, 
n for 
above 
tempt 
ying a 
reated 
ish to 
exnose 
art ol 





1109 Order in {11 Fepruary 1902} Debate. 1110 


the Colonial Secretary that I am ob-| would like to know what business the 
structing the the business of the House, | Government proposed to take after the 
but we ought to give to a matter of adjournment of the debate. There were 
this kind the fullest, most careful, and 
weighty consideration that the House 
of Commons ever gave to a measure) 
deeply concerning it. For my part I, Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The Deceased 
am not disposed to say that some) Wife’s Sister Bill is down. 

aggravation of the term of punishment | 

is not admissible ; but this I will say, | 

that as long as this question of apology | Lorp HUGH CECIL said there was no 


| still five minutes available. 


remains within the limits of the new | Teason why the hon. Member should 
Rule I will resist it in every form and| nt go on with the debate on the 
in every detail. |rules, and he protested against threc 

or four minutes of the House’s time 


(11.55.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I being wasted. They were recently led 
beg to move the adjournment of the to believe that three or four minutes 
Aiee were a very important matter. He 

could not understand why on_ this 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T will not | °C¢@sion the hon. and learned Member 
resist the Motion, though I will frankly for Waterford had not followed the 
say that in my judgment, considering the general practice. On a recent occasion 
opportunities that will still remain to they had been told that three or four 
discuss this question, we might well have minutes was a very important matter—— 
concluded this preliminary stage on the 
present occasion. I will not resist the 
Motion, but I will ask Mr. Speaker 
whether there will not be the fullest 
opportunity for discussing this question 
when we come to deal with the introduc- | 
tion of the words generally, and with the | 
special Amendments that will be intro- 
duced. Mr. SPEAKER: It seems to me that 

the noble Lord is going beyond the 

Mr. SPEAKER: It is obvious that | Question. 
when the Government propose the words 
which they desire to insert in the rule 
in the place of the words which they now 


Mr. CHANNING, on a point of order, 
asked whether the noble Lord was 
entitled to discuss any other business 
except the Question of the adjournment 
of this debate. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Yes, he 
is disregarding the authority of the 
Chair. 


propose should be struck out, we can 
have all the arguments which have been 
advanced on the present question used 
awain in regard to those words and to 12.0.) Question, “That the debate 
Amendments to them. be now adjourned,’—(Mr. John Red- 
| mond)—put, and agreed to. 

‘Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said | 

that hefore the debate was adjourned he — Debate to be resumed upon Thursday 














1111 Adjournment of 
HOUSE OF COMMONS (KITCHEN AND 
REFRESHMENT ROOMS). 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to control the arrangements 
for the Kitchen and Refreshment Rooms 
in the Department of the Sergeant at 


Arms attending this House. 


Ordered, That the Committee do con- 
sist of 17 Members. 


The Committee was accordingly nomi- | ‘ ee 
‘by Instruction to other and _ distinet 


nated of—Mr. James Bailey, Mr. Broad- 
hurst, Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. Cochrane, 
Mr. Cremer, |Mr. Dalziel, Sir Horatio 
Davies, Mr. Firbank, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. 
Leigh Bennett, Colonel Lockwood, Mr. 
Macdona, Dr. Macdonnell, Mr. Nicol, 
Mr. Pierpoint, Mr. Power, and Mr. 
William Redmond. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records, 


Ordered, That three be the quorum. 
—(Sir William Walrond.) 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 


[ORDER FOR COMMITTEE READ. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There are several 
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the Fourth so far as relates to marriages within 


| certain of the prohibited degrees of affinity.” 


That Instruction is out of order, because 
I think, in the first place, an Instruc- 
tion to the Committee ought, on the 
face of it, to state plainly and clearly 
what further alterations in the law the 
Committee are to consider; but mainly 
because the Bill proposes to amend one 
single alleged grievance in the Marriage 
Laws, and it ought not to be extended 
Amendments of those laws. The next 
Instruction is one which proposes— 
“To extend the Bill to the legalisation of 


such marriages between persons related in 
affinity as are lawful in the Dominion of 


| Canada and the Commonwee!th of Australia.” 


This Instruction is also out of order 
for similar reasons. The next Instruc 
tion standing in the name of the hon: 
Member for South West Manchester is 
also too wide. Those which stand in 
the names of the hon. Member for West 
Bradford and the hon. Member for North 
Kensington are out of order because the 
Committee has power to deal with their 
subject matters without any Instruction. 
As all these Instructions are out of order 


[ must now leave the Chairs 


, iii considered in Committee. 


Instructions on the Paper in regard to) 


this Bil, and by the Standing Orders 


of the House I am bound to leave the 
Chair un'ess there is an Instruction 
which is in order. 
is a proposal to empower the Committee 


‘*to extend the operation of the Bill to the 


legalisation of such marriages between persons 
related in degrees of affinity as were proposed to 
be legalised under the provision of the Bill of 


1849, intituled a Bill to amend and alter the | 
Act of the fifth and sixth years of King William 





The first Instruction | 


(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair. ' 
| Clause 1:— 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
,again upon Wednesday, 4th June. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. LICENSING BILL. 
Wednesday, 12th February, 1902. Two petitions from Eceles, in favour ; 


to lie upon the Table. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. Petition from Tisbury, against; to lie 
upon the Table 





WEST HAM7CORPORATION. MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Report [llth February] from the Petitions in favour, From Batley ; 

_ Select Committee on Standing Orders Hartshead ; Hightown ; Liversedge ; 

ane Birley (No. 1) Collieries ; and Netherton ; 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. | * lie upon the Table. 


pany ae: epee: alae | PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
| (SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 

SHEFFIELD, ROTHERHAM, AND BAWTRHY | BILL. 
RAILWAY. | Petitions in favour, from Glasgow 
Report [llth February] from the | (four); Paisley ; United Free Church of 
Select Committee on Standing Orders | Scotland Temperance Committee; and 





read. | Greenock ; to le upon the Table. 
Bill ordered to be broughy in by Mr. | 
Holland and Mr. Goulding. |SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


| SUNDAY BILL. 

eee , Petitions in favour, from Manchester 

PETITIONS jand Salford; and Wandsworth; to lie 
7 upon the Table. 


ech tndicates reviston by a Member 


SCARBOROUGH TRAMWAYS. SHOP CLUBS BILL. 


| 
Petition and Bill ordered to be brought | Petition from Bathgate (West Lothian) 
in by Mr. Caine and Mr. Whittaker. | in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


eMment Of & Spe 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. | ee 


} 
Petitions in favour, from Batley ; | ReETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Hightown ; Liversedge ; Hartshead ; Bir- | 
ley (No. 1) Collieries; and Netherton ; | 


commernc 


< : COMMITTALS (IRELAND). 

F to lie upon the ,Table. | 

: 2 | Copy presented, of Returns from the 
b GROCERS’ CERTIFICATES (SCOTLAND) | Clerks of the Crown and Peace of the 
4 BILL. /number of persons Committed for Trial 
q ti ‘in the year 1901 [by Act]; to li 

: Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to 12 the year [by Act]; to lie upon 
S lie upon the Table. | the Table. 

R | 

: ; ARMY (MILITARY KNIGHTS OF 

k LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOT. | WINDSOR). 


LAND BILL. | ‘ 
er fo | Copy presented, of Return of all Appoint- 
Petition of the Scottish Trade Defence | ents during the last seven years to be 


Association, against; to lie upon the| Military Knights of Windsor [by Com- 
Table. | mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOT- | LEAD POISONING IN EARTHENWARE 
LAND BILL. | AND CHINA WORKS. 

_ Petitions in favour, from Dalmell-' Return presented, relative thereto 
ington ; Edinburgh (two);  Earlston ; | [Address 28th January; Mr, Jesse 
Glasgow (four); Logie; Dryfesdale ;| Collings]; to lie upon the Table, and be 
Buittle ; Kilmarnock (three); Saltcoats | printed. a 61.] 

(five); Ardrossan ; Inverness; and Ayr-| Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
shire; to lie upon the Table, | Assistant. 


VOL. CII. [FouRTH SERIES. | 2P 











15 Licensing Acts Amend- 


RESERVE AND DISCHARGED SOLDIERS, 
CIVIL EMPLOYMENT (HOUSE OF 
COMMONS). 
Return relative thereto [ordered 28th 
January ; Colonel Brookfield] ; to be printed. 
[No. 62.] 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


(2.8.) Sizm MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire): In bringing forward this 
measure I can assure the House that I 
feel the great responsibility that attaches 
to my doing so. I represent on this 
occasion very many people in Scctland 
who cannot be here to-day, but who 
have expressed their opinions in different 
ways. I do not lay great stress on the 
number of petitions that have been pre- 
sented, because the time has been too 
limited to allow many sections of the 
community—municipalities and xo on— 
to petition in favour of this Bill as they 
otherwise would have done. Had peti- 
tions been required, thousands of 
signatures could have been obtained at 
a few days notice, but, even as it is, I 
have had the honour of presenting some 
very important petitions in favour of 
this Bill. I think the question we 
propose to deal with is of the most 





pressing nature, and ought to be dealt | 
with immediately, and I would urge | 


the Government to bring forward their 
measure as soon as possible. 

Let me briefly explain the principles 
which have guided the promoters of this 
measure. The Bill is based mainly on 
the Minority Report of the recent 
Royal Commission. That Commission 
sat for a long time, took a great deal of 
evidence, and compiled its Report with 
much care. That Report, therefore, is 
a good basis on which to found a Bill, 
as it represents generally the view, 
not only of the temperance party 
in Scotland, but of all moderate- 
thinking men who wish to see some 
alteration in the licensing law, and a 
greater disposition to temperance 
among the Scotch people. I do not 
mean to class the Scotch nation as 
intemperate; it is not in any degree 
more intemperate than its neighbour, 
although it does imbibe spirits and 
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loves strong drink rather than the 
cheap beer favoured by the Anglo- 


Saxon. The committals of crime in our 
Scotch prisons are largely com; osed of 
the Irish element. [Nationalist cries of 
“Oh!” One-third of the committals are 
Irish, but that still leaves a considerable 
number to be accounted for. The 
points embodied in the Bill which the 
promoters consider most worthy of 
attention are given, viz., the reduction 
of licenses, the licensing commutation 
fund, the composition of the licensing 
authority, the enlargement of powers 
given to that authority, and the offences 
under the Act. 

First of all with regard to the reduction 
of | censes. We must all agree that there 
are too many public-houses in the 
country. We are not making an attack 
on any particular public-house, or specify- 
ing any particular district. Taking the 
county as a whole, there are undoubtedly 
more public-houses than are absolutely 
necessary, and while we do not wish to 
curtail the convenience of any class, 
travellers or others, or even of the 
inhabitants of the district, still we do 
think that, where there is an excess of 
public-houses in proportion to the popu- 
lation, the number ought to be reduced. 
We suggest a gradual reduction, too, in 
counties, to one public-house to every 
400 persons. The present proportion is 
one to 333, so that it will not make a 
very gYeat difference in the counties. 
In the burghs we propose the proportion 
| of one public-house to every 750 inhabi- 
tants. The proportion at present is, of 
|course, much larger. In my opinion the 
| greatest good to the community resulting 
from the reduction of kicenses would be 
|in regard tothe young. Last year this 
| House passed a Bill called the “ Children’s 
| Bill.” That measure, I understand, is 
| operating very beneficially, and has been 
| well taken up by the publicans, who, meet- 
| ing in a fair way the spirit evinced by the 
House, have, in many cases, instructed 
their employés not to give any drink at 
all to children under 14 years of age. To 
keep the young men out of the public- 
house is an even greater advantage. 
When there are many public-houses in 
one place theyare certain to draw different 
sections of the community to them, 
especially the young and comparatively 
thoughtless. © 
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Another point in connection with the 
reduction of licenses is that considerable 
power is given to the licensing authority. 
For example, they are to have regard to 
the requirements of the district; they 
can take evidence as to the character of 
holders of licenses; and they can also 
thoroughly inspect premises and insist 
on them being put into proper condition. 
We know perfectly well that in some 
districts the structural conditions of the 
buildings leave much to be desired ; the 
premises being unsuited and unsuitable 
for the purposes for which they are used. 
To obtain evidence on these matters, the 
licensing authority are to examine the 
chief constable. Some of my friends 
think too much is made of the chief 
constable in this Bill. My experience of 
the chief constable—and it is a some- 
what long one—-leads me to think 
otherwise. If you have a good chief 
constable—and no doubt the Standing 
Committees of the counties in Scotland 
are very particular whom they appoint— 
1 do not think you could have a better 
man on whom to rely. The best and 


most trustworthy means of obtaining this | 


information is through the chief constable. 
But, of course, the licensing authority 
would have the power of going outside 
the chief constable and asking for them- 
selves questions about the applicants for 
licenses. 

Then I would say a word about the 
commutation fund. Licensees, the renewal 
of whose certificates is refused, are to 
receive compensation out of this fund. 
The House will probably ask: What is 
this fund? Some of my friends think 
that a somewhat earlier date for the com- 
mencement of the Act might have been 
fixed ; they think too long a period will 
elapse before it takes effect, and instead 
of seven years in which to reduce the 
public-houses to a proper number, there 
will very likely be nearly nine years. 
But that is a mere matter of detail, not 
of principle. Some people are inclined to 
give seven years, and others five, but I 
think the House will agree with me that, 
whatever the period may be, the feeling 
of the country generally is that if you 
take away a man’s license, and reduce the 
number of public-houses in a district, you 
must pay for it, although there is really 
no vested interest in the license. It is 


therefore proposed that if a man’s certifi- | 
cate is refused at the beginning of the | 
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jand is therefore only a detail. 
, seven years no compensation is to be paid. 
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| seven years he should receive seven years 
compensation ; if after the first year, six 
"years compensation; and so on to the end. 
‘To form a licensing commutation fund 
{there would be levied a duty, called a 
| license rental, upon the remainder of the 
‘houses within the licensing area. I know 
‘there are questions arising on this point 
which may require discussion and con- 
sideration in Committee. We propose 
to take the annual ratable value as the 
basis upon which to reckon the amount 
of compensation. Some gentlemen might 
ask whether we mean the gross or the net ; 
others might say that that is not a fair 
way of fixing it at all, and that the fairer 
way would be to ask the Inland Revenue 
Authorities to assess the value of the 
premises on what they considered to be 
the best basis. But however it is done, 
it does not affect the principle of the Bill, 
After 


Clause 5 will very likely promote a good 
deal of opposition. The clause provides 
that nothing in the Act should alter or 
abridge the existing power of the licensing 
authority to refuse the renewal of any 
certificate at their discretion— 

‘*Tn any case where there has been in their 
opinion fault or miscenduct, etc.” 


'That seems to qualify the discretion 
of the licensing authority. 


If the clause 
stopped at the word “discretion” I 
think the difficulty might be got rid of. 
But probably the real meaning of the 
clause is that there must be a sort of 
give and take with regard to certain 
powers at present possessed. 

Another point has reference to the 
licensing commutation fund. This 
license rental will continue during the 
seven years, and there are provisions in 
the Bill to secure that it shall be levied 
equitably on the annual ratable value. 
At the end of the seven years it will 
still continue to be levied. The public, 
therefore,'.will not lose anything by this 
Bill, as the proceeds will be handed over 
to the Secretary for Scotland to be ex- 
pended on objects of public utility. But 
that again is a matter of detail. It 
might be considered better that the 
proceeds should go to certain definite 
objects, such as the police, or education. 
That is a matter in regard to which 
the promoters of the Bill would have 
no difficulty in arriving at an arrange- 
ment agreeable to the will of the Com- 
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mittee. The accounts of the fund are | 
to be audited, and an auditor is to be'| 
appointed by the Secretary for Scotland. 


Now I will pass to the composition of 
the Licensing Committee. In counties 
it is proposed to make the number of 
members 20, of whom ten are to be 
elected by the County Council, and the 
other ten by the magistrates of the 
country. In counties of cities, the 
Committee is to consist of the magis- 
trates of the city for the time being. 
In burghs of 7.000 inhabitants, the 
magistrates of the burgh will form the 
Committee, while burghs of under 7,000 


inhabitants will be treated as part of | 


the counties in which they are 


situated. 

With regard to appeals, I must say 
I think there ought to be an appeal. 
Many persons will feel themselves 
aggrieved if they have no other court to 
which they can go, although this body 
may be supposed to know more about 
the matter than any other could. 
Therefore, in counties, ten members are 
to be applied as an appellate tribunal, 
five of whom will be county councillors, 
and five magistrates. 
taking the same class of men for a differ- 
ent purpose, but [ can see no harm in that, 
inasmuch as the persons living in the 
locality would know far more about the 
matters concerned than any person from 
outside, while the area is large enough 
to prevent any injustice to individuals. 
We know there is sometimes a great deal 
of feeling expressed against a_public- 
house, and magistrates coming from the 
other end of the county to serve in this 
appellate body would perhaps have a 
more unbiassed mind than those im- 
mediately on the spot. In counties of 
cities, the Appeal Committee is to consist 
of six members—three justices and three 
town councillors. Also in burghs of 7,000 
or more inhabitants, the Appeal Committee 
will consist of three justices and three 
town councillors. The Committees will 
be elected each year in December, so as to 
begin their work in January. 

Ulause 14 prohibits from taking part 


in the duties of the Licensing Committees | 
| fora second offence, £50, or three months;. 


any brewers and so on. That is a good 
clause, but I do not think it should extend 
to other counties. The only objection 
I see to the clause is that it might prevent 
a magistrate who was, say, a brewer, 


Sir Mark: Stewart. 
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That, no doubt, is | 
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coming in from the adjoining county to 


'take part in the deliberations of th 


Licensing Committee. 


I would also like to say a word or: 


two about the enlargement of the powers 
of the licensing authority. The control 
of the licensing authority will now extend 
to public entertainments and passenger 


vessels, and no drink can be supplied to. 


passenger vessels whilst in the harbour. 
There are, however, two exceptions made 
in the case of -distillers and brewers 
licenses. The licensing authority will 
also have additional powers with regard 
to earlier closing, which, I think, ere 


very important powers. The House will, 


recollect that in the Act of 1877 certain 
burghs enjoyed exceptional treatment 
in this matter of the hour of closing, 
but they will now be put under 
the same restraint as other Scottish 
burghs. 

And now I come to the question of 
offences and penalties. The penalties for a 
first offence will be a fine not exceeding 
£10, or imprisonment for one month ; for 
the second offence a fine not exceeding 
£20, or imprisonment for two months, 
and the certificate might be forfeited. To 
permit drunkenness or any violent, 
riotous, or immoral conduct in a public- 
house would also be a very serious 
offence. Some of my hon. friends think 
that this provision will never be enforced, 
but I do not agree with them. There is 
now a very much stronger view taken 
upon this question than there was a few 
years ago. I think that when a license- 
holder knows that he is liable to’ a 
penalty of £20, or two months imprison- 
ment, with the risk of losing his license, 
he will take precious good care that 
there are no drunken people served with 
drink from his bar. With regard to 
trafficking in intoxicating liquors with- 
out a license, I can assure the House 
that one great cause of illicit drinking 
is the distribution in the country of in- 
toxicating liquors by bakers’ vans, 
grocers’ carts, and even butchers’ carts. 

For this illicit trafficking, for the first 
offence the Bill provides for a penalty 
of £20, or two months imprisonment ; 


and for a third offence a fine of £100, or 

‘three months. With such penalties as 
these, I think you would get very few of 
these offences in Scotland. 
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In conclusion there is just one other | 
I wish to ask theyGovernment , 
to let us know what their intentions | 


point. 


are in reference to bringing any licens- 
ing measure before this House. We 
have had indicated by my right hon. 


friend the Home Secretary what I con-' 
But | 


sider to be a very excellent Bill. 
what we want to know is, what is going 
to be done for Scotland. In Scotland 
public opinion upon this question is 
stronger than in England, and the 
people of Scotland are fully prepared 


for any sound Bill which the Govern- | 


ment may bring forward. In Scotland 
there are very few tied houses. and 
public-houses are not tied to the brewers 
in anything like the same proportion 
asin England, and consequently it is 
much easier to legislate {for Scotland 
upon this question. Therefore we feel 
that we have a right to come to the 
House of Commons year after year and 
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'sation should be raised by 


insist that something should be done for | 


Scotland without any further delay. I 
have great pleasure in moving the 
Second Reading of this Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Sir Mark Stewart.) 


*(2.35.) Mr. WHITTAKER (York- 
shire, W.R., Spen Valley) : I have 
some hesitation in rising to speak 
upon this Bill, because it may be 
deemed somewhat out of place that 
an English Member should interfere in 
4 matter which is largely a domestic 
affair concerning Scotland. There are, 
however, two reasons why I fee! justified 
in intervening in this debate. The first 
is that this Bill is supposed to be based 
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strong case for a similar arrangement 
being extended to England. Therefore, 
we havea great interest in the settlement 
of the compensation question in Scotland. 

I have said that this Bill is supposed 
to be based on the Minority Report of 
Lord Peel. What arethe main principles 
of that Reporti First, that there 
must be a substantial reduction in the 
number of licensed houses. In bringing 
that reduction about it is desirable, not 
as a matter of legal right, but as a 
matter of expediency, that a time notice 
should be given to the license holders 
that the reduction shall be made, and 
then that reduction should commence at 
once. A further proposal is that the license 
ho'ders who would lose their licenses 
under the reduction scheme should be 
compensated for so much of the time 
notice as they would lose, and that 
the funds to provide that compen- 
a levy 
upon the trade. But beyond all this 
there isthe very important consideration 
that when the reduction had been made 


| the licensing authority should have an 


on the Minority Report of the recent | 
Licensing Commission, and as the member | 
of that Commission who sat as the repre- | 
Sentative of Scotland, and who signed | 


that report—Sir Charles Cameron—is no 
longer a Member of this House, I, as a 
member of that Commission who did 
sign the Report upon which this Bill is 
based, feel at liberty to say a word or 
two. 
cannot get away from the fact that there 


My second reason is that one, 


is sufficient similarity in the general | 


principles of the licensing laws of Scotland 
and England to make it clear that any 
precedent set in Scotland would make a 


absolutely free hand and an absolutely 
clear field to deal with all licenses in the 
future as it might desire. That is an 
important point to secure. Lord Peel’s 
proposals have been widely accepted by 
all sections of temperance reformers. 
The amount of compensation is a 
matter of detail. The time, however, 
when the reduction is to be brought about 
and when the clear field to be secured 
will come into force, is important. I do 
not think myself that the trade is very 
anxious about the length of time in con- 
nection with any notice excepting in so 
far as the amount of the compensation 
is made to depend upon the time notice. 
What they desire is not so much a long 
term of notice as substantial com- 
pensation. What we desire is a short 
time, and we are not particular 
about the money, and I do_ not 
think there is such a great difference of 
opinion in this respect as is generally 
supposed. No doubt the trade desire 
the time to be somewhat short, because 
it is obvious that if a great reduction 
scheme is decided upon, and a long 
notice is given over a great many years, 
the trade must, during all that time, 


/be in a condition of great unrest, un- 


certainty and anxiety as to the future, 
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and I do not think that that is advisable 
in their own interests or ours. 

There is one other point which I 
desire to mention, and it is that we 
are not disposed to reject and refuse 
any measure of temperance reform, 
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simply because it does not go as far | 
We have never taken | 
that position, and it is not our position | 


as we should like. 


today. Of course we should like to get 
as much as we can, but we will take 
whatever we can get so long as it is 


genuine temperance reform, and not. 


accompanied by conditions which would 
establish the trade in a stronger legal 


position than it occupies to-day, and | 
which would make it more difficult to | 
get rid of licenses in the future. We) 


stipulate that there shall not be any re- 
trograde steps. Last year we accepted 


gladly the Children’s Bill, although it, 


was very much mutilated, and in a very 
modified form. This year the Home 
Secretary has announced the introduc- 
tion of a Licensing Bill, which, while it 
does not go anything like so far as we 


should like it to go, we gladly accept, | 


and we shall give it our support in this 
House because, so far as we are able to 
judge from the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman, we have formed the opinion 
that there is nothing in it that is 


objectionable and retrograde, and we 


gladly accept the reforms which it 
promises. But we must be careful 
throughout to keep an open door. We 


must do nothing that will restrict the | 


power of the licensing authority to deal 
with licenses in the future. 

Now I come to the Bill before the 
House. In the first place, I would say 


that although this measure professes to | 
be based generally on the scheme of the | 
Minority Report, it does not adopt the | 


provisions laid down in that Report. 


While Lord Peel’s Minority Report re- | 


{COMMONS} 
| Bill and the scheme of Lord Peel, is. 
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that in Lord Peel’s scheme the provision 
‘is that the reduction in the number 
of licenses shall commence at the 
beginning of the notice period. When 
| you give five years notice in Scotland it 
commences in the first year, but in this 
Bill the provision is that the reduction 
shall be made during seven years which 
commence at the end of thetwoyears. It 
is obvious that it is possible under these 
conditions that no reductions may be 
made in some districts until the end of 
the seventh year of the notice, which 
practically means at the end cf nine 
years. The House will see that there is. 
a great difference between commencing 
the reduction at the beginning of the 
notice period and at the end of nine 
years. When it is seen that this Bill 
deviates from Lord Peel’s Report in the 
matter of time, which it extends to 
nine years, and that it also places the 
licensing authority in such a position 
that they need not make any reduction 
at all for nine years, that, I think, is a 
very important difference indeed. If the 
object of the promoters of this. Bill has 
been to give the license-holders a larger 
compensation, they might have left the 
time notice at five years, and have doubled 
the amount of the compensation for 
each year. Personally I should have 
raised no objection to that course. They 
would then have given more compensa- 
tion, but the reduction would have 
worked out in ashorter time. But the 
great objection to this Bill is that it 
does not at the end of the period of 
nine years provide us with that free 
hand for dealing with the licenses, or 
that clean slate which is so essential in 
any scheme of this kind. It is not the 
Peel Report, and it is not on the general 
lines of that Report. I think nine years. 
is far too long, and nobody wants nine 





commended a notice of five years, this | years of uncertainty, unrest, and anxiety. 
Bill provides for a notice practically of It would be quite possible to arrange 
nine years. I think the House has a/|the monetary consideration without ex- 
little reason to complain of the wording | tending the time. If you fix a period 
of the memorandum, which is not quite of this kind the reduction should com- 
so full and frank asit shouldbe. The Bill) mence at once. A time notice only is 
provides for a time notice of seven years | not sufficient. One of the great diffi- 
to the holders of licenses, but it states | culties which all licensing justices ex- 
that in two years time the seven years | perience when they wish to make a 
period is to come into force, and that is | reduction in the number of licenses is 
practically nine years notice. Another | how to make a selection. If there are 
very important difference between this}a number of licenses in a particular 


Mr. Whittaker. 
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district, and the licensing authorities feel 
that there are too many, and there are 
no allegations or faults against any of 
them, it is difficult to select one house 
and say that the license shall be refused 
in that particular case. That course 
may mean inflicting a very considerable 
loss upon the owner of the house whilst 
conferring a benefit upon the others. 
The difficulty of making such a selection 
is almost insuperable. Nevertheless, if 
you give compensation over a period this 
provides the Bench with a method of 
equalising any inequality among the 
license-holders. If they take the license 
away at the beginning of the reduction 
period then the owner would get some 
compensation for the loss of that license, 
and it would be paid by the owners 
of the other houses; and this would 
equalise the inequality, and make it 
easier for the licensing justices to make 
aselection. That advantage is completely 
lost by this scheme, because it is not 
made necessary that the reduction should 
commence at the beginning of the 
period. But, even then, as I have said, 
the Bill does not provide us with a 
clean slate. 

1 was glad to hear that the hon. 
Baronet was prepared to leave Clause 5 
to the judgment of the House, but 
he did not say the promoters of the 
Bill would vote for its omission. 
It is perfectly. clear from the word- 
ing of Clause 5 that, on the passing 
of this Bill and at the end of the 
reduction period, the power of the 
licensing justices in Scotland to refuse 
the renewal of licenses there would be 
limited to the two points named in 
that clause. The first point is mis- 
conduction the part of the licensee 
and the second is deterioration of 
the licensed premises. At the present 
time the licensing authority in Scotland 
has the fullest discretion as to the 
renewal of public house licenses. This 
clause lays it down that in future they 
shall have discretion to refuse renewal 
of licenses on the ground of misconduct 
on the part of the licensee or a 
deterioration of the licensed premises. I 
say that the interpretation that will be 
placed upon that by the Courts would 
be that their power to refuse would be 
limited to those grounds, and this clause 
would be interpreted as a limiting clause, 


This means that after the expiration of 
the period of notice all ‘‘on” licenses would 
be placed in the position of the 1869 
beerhouse licensesin this country. Every 
licensing authority feels that the 1869 
beerhouses are the greatest difficulty 
which they have tocontend with. A large 
number of the licensing authorities have 
been asking the Government to give 
them power to use their discretion with 
regard to the 1869 beerhouses as 
well as other licenses. The effect of 
this Bill would be to place all “on”’ 
licenses in Scotland on the same 
priviliged basis as the 1869 beerhouses 
in England, and that is a thing which 
under any consideration cannot be 
sanctioned. It is even a worse condition 
of things than the 1869 beerhouses, 
because the wording of the clause gives 
only power to refuse for misconduct on 
the part of the licensee and a deteriora- 
tion of the licensed premises. Obviously 
from that it would not be sufficient that 
the premises were unsuitable for it says 
only if they have deteriorated. There- 
| fore a license could not be refused to 
| premises unless it could be proved that 
| they had once been ina better condition. 
|It has been suggested that this clause 
| should be left to the House. | submit, 
| however, that that is not quite sufficient. 
| We want to know what is the opinion 
‘of the promoters themselves on this 
clause. Are they going to stand by 
‘it, defend it, and support it, or will 








\they when they leave it to the 
| House, ask to withdraw it, or vote 
|against its inclusion in the Bill? 


| Everybody knows that there is not the 
slightest chance of this Bill being 
got through the House by a private 
Member. A private Member has his 
choice. He may introduce a Bill 
dealing with some small and single point, 
and then he may have some chance of 
passing it. If he wishes to legislate, it 
must be a simple Bill, dealing with a 
single point, as, for instance, the Bill deal- 
ing with the serving of intoxicating 
liquors to children. If hé does not do 
that he may introduce a Bill like this and 
get a discussion upon it on somewhat 
broad general principles. I take it that 
this Bill is a measure which cannot be 
looked at from any point of view as 
having ‘any possible chance of passing 
into law. We shall see no more of this 
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Bill after tcday, and therefore one can- 
not give the much attention to what 
would be done in Committee. There 
will never be any chance of doing any- 
thing in Committee, and we must deal 
with the case as it stands, and accept or 
reject the Bill as it stands today. 

I say that a Bill which proposes to limit 
the power o! the licensing authority with 
regard to existing licenses is one which 
does not deserve the support of this 
House. Everybody who has given the 
slightest attention to this question 
knows that the compensation ques- 
tion is the most difficult problem 
connected with the licensing question. 
I say that it isimpossible for any private 
Member to settle this compensation 
question. It is a question which must 
be settled by the Government, and the 
proposals for its settlement must come 
before this House on the authority of 
the Government of the day. We never 
shall get any genuine businesslike discus- 
sion of compensation proposals upon a 
private Member’s suggestion, because we 
all feel that it is not real business. Those 
who desire ample compensation for the 
Trade will not discuss these proposals, be- 
cause they feel that they are not real. 
Even those who dislike compensation, 
and will only agree to it on certain con- 
ditions, cannot discuss proposals made 
by a private Member, because they 
are not business, and can not place 
a “firm offer” before us. The Govern- 
ment can bring forward proposals which 
they will have a good chance of putting 
through. J say that no proposals con- 
taining the compensation and the reduc- 
tion scheme provided for in this Bill can 
ever be discussed in a businesslike way. 
If we were to give our approval to nine 
years notice in Scotland, as the Bill 
proposes, we should be committing 
ourselves to that as a starting point for 
the future. The Bill also commits us 
to give the license holder something 
very like a freehold in his license for 
the future. I cannot consent to a 
proposal like that, and I cannot support 
the Second Reading of the Bill in which 
the proposal is brought forward. It is 
absolutely essential that any proposal 
that is to be accepted in this country 
must provide that at the end of any 
specified period there shall be an absolutely 
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wouldremind the House that in Scotland 
at the present time there are a large 
number of districts where the number of 
licensed houses is below the maximum 
fixed in this Bill. Ifthe Bill were passed in 
the form in which it is now, those licenses 
would practically become freehold, and 
you could never get rid of them in the 
future. In those districts where the 
number was reduced to the maximum 
allowed by the Bill you would not be 
ableto reduce that number further. We 
contend that the power of reducing the 
number of licenses, ought not to be 
limited or restricted in any way. 


Sir, this is an extraordinary Bill. 
The drafting is the most muddled 
that I have ever had any experience 
of. I have never seen a worse put 
together Bill. But there is another 
point where it is a retrograde measure. 
In Scotland Justices who are interested 
in the liquor trade are disqualified from 
| sitting on the bench in any part of the 
jcountry. In England the disqualification 
| only applies to persons interested in the 
| particular area or the adjoining area. 
| At the bottom of page 6 of the Bill 
‘there is a proposal to limit in Scotland 
‘that disqualification to those interested 
‘in the trade in an area. It means this, 

that a man may be a shareholder in a 
|brewery just across the border of 
‘that area, that the brewery may 
|supply every licensed house in the 
'area, and yet he would not be dis- 
qualified because of being a shareholder 
‘in that brewery. That is a retrograde 
proposal which is enough to condemn 

the Bill. In other clauses it provides 
\that work is to be done by certain 

officials, but I cannot find any provision 
| whatever for their salaries. In fact, the 
 Billis really an impossible one, and we are 
| bound to look at it as it stands. It will 
‘never have an opportunity of being 
considered in Committee. Because it 
is a retrograde Bill, which would take 
away from the licensing authority the 
power they have already got, I feel 
that I ought to move that it be read 
‘this day six months. I shall do so 
|with the understanding that I shall be 








| willing to withdraw, with the leave of 
| the House, if we have a definite promise 
‘from the promoters of the Bill that 


free hand and a perfectly clean slate. I | they will withdraw and oppose Clause 5. 


Mr.. Whittaker. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end 
of the Question to add the words ‘upon this 
day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Whittaker.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


(3.5.) Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Cam- 
borne) said he felt that in ordinary cases, 
and looking to the short time they had 
at their disposal today, the discussion 
of a Scottish Bill ought to be left to 
Scottish Members, but this was a Bill 
which had so wide-reaching an effect 
on English legislation that he was 
obliged, however reluctantly, to second 
the Amendment. His hon. friend the 
mover of the Amendment had called 
attention to some very obvious facts. The 
Bill was good in parts, but the drafting 
was simply the very worst he had ever 
seen in any Bill. He thought the hon. 
Members who brought in the Bill, having 
got a good place in the ballot, migh: 
have clubbed together for £5 to get a 
Parliamentary draftsman to look over 
it and tell them where they had failed. 
The Bill was not only obscurely drafted, 
but it was unwisely conceived. There 
was no doubt whatever that a modest 
scheme of reform would have had a 
reasonable prospect of getting through. 
If the promoters had been content to 
make the Bill consist of Clauses 3 and 
4, he believed it would have met with 
the approval of the Treasury Bench, the 
Scottish Members, and temperance re- 
formers in the House generally. Instead 
of that, they had brought in a Bill 
containing the most controversial element 
that could be jound in all the dis- 
cussions of temperance reform. If 
they had omitted the provision for 
giving nine years notice, or kept the 
term short and allowed a_ tolerable 
amount of compensation, he would have 
voted for the Second Reading of the 
Bill. What was wanted was finality, and 
that every license should be brought 
under a licensing authority, so that the 


question might be dealt with drastically | 


when temperance reform was set on foot. 
Publicans had no legal or moral claim 
to compensation ; he had always said 
that ; but still, if the expenditure of 
£200,000,000 of public money would rid 
us of the liquor traffic, it would be the 
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very best investment this country could 
make. 

There were two points on which he 
based his own reluctance to support the 
measure. The first was the extension 
of the term of notice to nine years 
instead of seven years. He had seldom 
read a more disingenuous memorandum 
than the one placed in the forefront of 
the Bill. It said— 


“The objeet of this Billis to reconstitute the 
licensing authorities in Scotland. and to extend 
their powers. It provides also for reduction in 
the number of licenses, a reform which was 
recommended by the recent Royal Commission 
on Licensing, and it gives effect generally to 
the scheme of compensation which was pro- 
posed in the Minority Report of the Commis- 
sion.” 


If the promoters were basing the Bill 
on Lord Peel’s Report, they might have 
paid to those Members of the House 
who sat on the Commission the compli- 
ment of asking their opinion upon it. 
The term of notice recommended in the 
Report of the Commission was seven 
years. It was thought that Scotland 
was somewhat in advance of England in 
the matter of temperance legislation, so 
that if nine years was the period fixed 
for Scotland, he would expect the term 
for England to be eleven years, when the 
time came to legislate for this part of 
the kingdom. During the past three 
years he had spent a great deal of his 
time in Scotland endeavouring to 
persuade temperance reformers to fall 
into line with Lord Peel’s Report. He 
had succeeded in getting them into line, 
and in doing so he had put up with a 
great deal of abuse. He should stultify 
himself now if, having got the tem- 
perance reformers of Scotland into line 
with Lord Peel’s blockhouse, he were to 
ask them to hang out their legs to be 
shot at by the enemy. Unless he could 
get an assurance that the number of 
years would be reduced to five, leaving 
the promoters absolutely free as to money 
compensation, he certainly could not 
vote in favour of the Bill. It would be 
found that the view which he suggested 
would be the view which would find 
favour among publicans themselves. 
There were a great many license-holders 
who would seize the opportunity of 
getting out of the business. Money was 
what they wanted; time was what the 
temperance reformers wanted. If it was 
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right to close public-houses at the end of 
nine years, it was right to close them 
today. It was because they were a 
danger to the community that they were 
to be closed. There was no other object 
in closing them. He would rather 
spend money in getting them closed 
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today than give them a _ nine 
years lease for more mischief. The 
object of the Minority Report of 


Lord Peel’s Commission was to get 
licensed premises closed as soon as pos- 
sible on equitable compensation. While 
he did not approve of compensation, he 
was willing to support it if he could'get 
a quid pro quo. ‘This Bill was unsound 
in principle if it professed to be based 
on Lord Peel’s Report. The clause in 


the Bill to which he had referred would | 


be interpreted by the court as defining 
certain reasons upon which alone a 
license could be refused, so that after 
paying all this compensation they would 
find at the end of the nine years they 
could only close a public house with the 
leave of the licensee. What was wanted 
was that the licensing authority should 
be in a position to dea! with a license 
prec:sely and exactly as they in their 
discretion thought fit. Unless he re- 
ceived a definite promise that the number 
of years would be reduced and that 
Clause 5 would be withdrawn, he would 
certainly oppose the Bill. 


(3.15.) Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark- 
shire, Partick): I must say it seems to 
m > rather curious tactics on the part of 
hon. Membirs opposite who formed part 
of Lord Peel’s Commission to move an 
Amendment rejecting the Bill, seeing 
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/am in no way responsible for the drafting 
of the Bill, that there was absolute and 
unfettered discretion on the part of the 
| licensing authority. That is the whole 
‘idea of the Bill. The drafting may be 
bad and may very likely need amending, 
| but I do not think that is a ground upon 
| which to move that the Bill be read a 
second time this day six months. In 
.regard to time, I think there is a great 
'deal in what the hon. Member for Cam- 
borne has said. We do not want a long 
| period, and what all interested in the 
Trade want is pecuniary compensation. 
_Itis our interest to keep the compensation 
down, but so long as we get it out of the 
Trade I do not see why any one should 
prevent them getting as much as they 
| reasonably can. 

I do not think there is any use 
going into the details of the Bill. 
|The hon. Member for the Spen Valley 
| Division pointed out the conditions under 
which private Members can bring in Bills. 
The Bills either deal with a small point, 
‘or else they are intended to raise large 
discussions. The question of compensa- 
tion is obviously one that cannot possibly 
be carried through except on the respon- 
sibility of the Government in a deliber- 
ately considered measure. What the 
hon. Member said was perfectly true. 
| The object of bringing forward a Bill of 
this kind is practically gained when the 
| subject is discussed. It is to call the 
attention of the House to the subject, 
| and to get a declaration from the Govern- 
/ment upon it. I am extremely glad that 
| we have had this opportunity, so early in 
| the session, of bringing forward what I 
regard as far the most urgent question in 
|Scotland, and getting an authoritative, 
and, what I hope may be, a satisfactory 





that they will be followed into the lobby | declaration from the Government of their 
by all the opponents of Temperance | intentions upon this great subject. I am 
reform. They have made various criti: | afraid I cannot agree with my hon. friend 
cisms of the Bill, with many of which I | jn his very optimistic estimate of the 
— 8g . or example, a yh clear | _—_ of oT egg gd be 
that under the terms of the clauses/ in the rural districts with which he 18. 
of the Bill the discretion of the licensing | familiar I am afraid that no one who is 
authority in Scotland would be limited | acquainted with the industrial parts of 
a gus and — at a end of | cts re a y goed mye sd 
at period become obsolete, then most | our drinking habits we are at leas 
aataaly that was a fault in the Bill | generation behind thiscountry. I cannot 
which ought to be remedied. Whatever | even tale to myself the flattering unction 
be the condition during the intermediate | that it is only in the lowest ranks of 
period when the licenses are gradually | society that we are behind. I am afraid 
being reduced, I should, if we ever get|that we are behind not only in the 
to a discussion in Committee, endeavour | lower but the higher ranks. We stand. 
to see that it was made clear, though I | far below this country in the matter of 


Mr. Caine. 
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sobriety. But noone who knows Scot- cases. But beyond this, there is this 
land can doubt that the feeling in terrible drunkenness. The disease is 
favour of temperance is much stronger recognised even by those who suffer 
there than here, and that much more from it. Many of those who suffer from 
in the way of reform can be undertaken it would be willing to assent to the 
safely and carried through in Scotland legislative proposal to reduce their 
than here. I think the obstacles in temptation. I am not prepared to 
Scotland are much less). I am not defend the draftsmanship of this Bill, 
speaking of out and out temperance but I do say it is brought forward as a 
zealots, but of the opinion of the | genuine attempt to put into the four 
moderate men from top to bottom of corners of a Bill the ideas which were in 
the country. Iam quite sure that their Lord Peel’s Report. In Scotland, next 
opinion as to the urgency of temperance , to the war and the maintenance of the 
reform and as to what can be done by union, there is no question of more 
legislation is very far in advance of! pressing importance than that of 
anything that can be even heard in| temperance legislation. I support the: 
England. We had an English Bill laid | Bill because, on the whole, I regard it as 
on the Table the other day. That is a' embodying the views contained in the 
useful and laudable measure dealing | Report of Lord Peel’s‘'Commission. These 
with a great variety of small points. | are views which I held long before the 
It may be that it goes as far as public Commission sat. I put them forward 
opinion is prepared to go in England, | twelve years ago at the election contest, 
but it will bea great and deep disappoint- not to satisfy temperance extremists, but 
ment to Scotland if we find that the moderate men who honestly hold that 
Scotch Bill which is promised is not temperance reform should be taken in 
more than a translation into Scotland hand speedily by the Government. 

of this English Bill. The opinion of the 

country will carry the Government a  *(3.35.) Mr. DOUGLAS (Lanarkshire, 
great deal farther in Scotland than this N.W.) I agree in the hope which 
omnium gatherum of little matters we see has been expressed to a certain extend 
in the Home Secretary’s Bill. We have by hon. Members on both sides that 
had issued lately a Return of thecriminal| the introduction of this Bill, and 
statistics of Scotland for 1900. It is' the discussion of it, may have the 
dreadful to look at that Return. Between effect of drawing from the Government 
1897 and 1900 the number of offences, some statement of what they them- 
and of offences caused by drunkenness, selves propose, for it is perfectly true 
has increased terribly. During these years that the chances of passing such a 
the population has only increased 2} per measure as this without ,its being a 
cent., but the number of charges has accepted by the Government are exceed- 
increased by 163 per. cent. In Scotland ingly small. Yetin the past it has gener- 
there are three charges brought for | ally been regarded asa perfectly legitimate 
every two brought in England for the | proceeding to bring forward a larger pro- 
same number of population. In Scotland posalthan was likely to be carried in the 
there are seven committals against only House in order to have a discussion of 
three in England. That means a very greater detail and completeness than is 
serious difference in the state of things in | possib!e on the basis of a mere Resolution. 
Scotland, and ought to give all Scotch- On the other hand, I do not propose 
men a good deal of ground for considera- | to fo!low my hon. friends into the dis- 
tin. Partly, no doubt, that difference | cussion of details. In order to discuss 
is caused by the excessive severity of | their objections fully, the wording of the 
Scotch law in regard to drunkenness; | clauses would have to be examined 
partly because of the reckless and per-| and considered in great detail. I 
fectly useless way in which the magis- wish simply to call attention to the 
trates commit for trifling offences, and greater issues of policy that are pro- 
send to prison for short terms, men| posed in the measure. 

whom it would be much better to dis-| The two main proposals of the Bill are 
charge, the more severe penalties being | the proposal for the reduction of licenses, 
reserved for a few of the more serious and the proposal forthe re-constitution of 
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the licensing authority. As to thequestion 
of the reduction of licenses I think 
there is as a matter of fact, very 
general agreement. It is a point on 
which both Reports of the Commission 
were agreed. While only the Minor ty 
Report indicated the degree of reduction. 
both reports agreed that a reduction 
was desirable. That reduction is desir- 
able partly, as the hon. Baronet 
opposite has said, in order to diminish 


the excessive opportunities whch exist , 


specially in the towns of Scotland. 
To my mind it is desirable. still 
more on another ground. It seems to 
me, quite irrespective of the effect it 
may have on the actual volume of the 
liquor traffic, that it is of very great 
administrative advantage to concentrate 
it in fewer hands than it is in at present. 
Even granting that the volume remains 
equal, which I do not believe will be 
the case, by reducing the numbers 
of houses you facilitate inspection, 
and make supervision possible as it 
is not possible when the sale of liquor 
is carried on in such a number of 
places as it is now. Besides that 
I believe it is the general experience 
that larger businesses are carried on, 
and can be carried on, with greater 
respect for the spirit and the letter of the 
law, than smaller businesses. The license 
holder in a larger way is less dependent 
on the good-will of some customer who 
may be sometimes unduly insistent on 
having more liquor when he has had 
already enough. On the other hand he 
has a larger interest at stake, and 
he is more dependent on public opinion 
which he can only conciliate by _ pre- 
serving general good order in the 
House. As has been said, the reduction 
of licenses proposed is one that will work 
in seven years towards a maximum limit 
of one ‘to 750 of the population in 
cities and burghs, and one for every 
400 of the population in the counties. 
I may point out that the reduction 
proposed in the counties is extremely 
slight ; for more than half of the counties 
it would mean no reduction at all. 
I mention that in order to indicate 
that the limit that has been set is not 
fixed with the object of creating an 
artificial difficulty in procuring liquor 
where that is desirable, or in order to 
make it less convenient or possible than 
hitherto to obtain liquor. It is 


Mr. Douglas. 
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| designed in fact to be prohibitive in its 
tendency; for, to my mind, nothing 
would be more improper than to intro- 
duce the substance of prohibition by a 
side wind under the name of reduction. 
'On the other hand, in cities and burghs, 
the reduction aimed at is very consider- 
ably larger, because there is far more real 
occasion forit. Perhaps I may be allowed 
to cite only four figures, selected pretty 
much at random, in regard to four 
Scotch towns. In Glasgow, under 
the Bill, the licenses would be reduced 
by 500, or 30 per cent. In Leith, the 
reduction would be 25 per cent.; in 
Perth, 30 per cent. ; and in Coatbridge, 
upwards of 50 per cent. When we 
consider the question of the rapidity of 
reduction I think the general tendency 
of these figures ought to be kept in 
view. They show a great, a substantia 
one might almost say a revolutionary, 
reduction. 


Now, I would base upon those figures 
two propositions. First, that when so 
large reductions are necessary, the 
necessity for making them constitutes a 
very urgent problem, not only for 
| Secotchmen, but for this House. And, in 
the second place, that the rapidity with 
which so considerable a change can be 
made, must be allowed to depend partly 
on local circumstances, and must be left 
very largly to the discretion of those 
who are in charge of the good order of 
the town, or the local Licensing Board. 
I think it is impossible for this House to 
prescribe to any local authority at 
what period, or at what pace, it should 
begin and continue to diminish these 
licenses. The local authorities ought to 
have the power to carry out reduction 
as rapidly as they see fit. On the other 
hand, it is the business of this House 
to fix the limit of time within which the 
local authorities shall complete the 
reduction. In fixing the time we have 
to consider not only the case of the 
least reduction, but the case of the 
greatest reduction. We have also to 
give consideration to a matter which, to 
my mind, admits of a good deal of dis- 
cussion in detail, viz.. both as to time 
and money compensation. We must 
give reasonable notice to the license- 
holders of a change which will affect 
their interests so much. It has 
been urged in criticism of those who 
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introduced this Bill that they have im- 
properly raised this undoubtedly thorny 
question of compensation. But this 
question is difficult and thorny, largely 
because it is the very centre of the 
problem of reduction. We cannot have 
satisfactory treatment of reduction of 
licenses until we have arrived, as I believe 
we can arrive, at a real finding and 
decision about compensation, Now of 
course there is no legal right to compen- 
sation. No one claims that there is such 
a legal right ; but this House has to con- 
sider other things besides legal rights. 
It ought to provide against hardships 
which its enactments may make; 
and every one admits that there 
would be some degree of hardship 
if you were, without notice, suddenly to 
prohibit an arrangement which has 
been going on for many years, and if 
you were to prevent, by an Act of 
Parliament, a renewal of a license 
which, but for the Act, would have 
been renewed. Of course, if in the 
exercise of the powers they have, the 
licensing authorities were to refuse a 
license, that would be very unfortunate 
for the license-holder ; but that is one 
of the risks of his business which he 
must have taken into account when he 
embarked in that business. When fyou 
enter, however, as we urge this ‘House 
to enter, upon a deliberate policy of 
rapid reduction of licenses, you do so 
on public grounds, and in the public 
interests. If you prevent by Act of 
Parliament a renewal of a_ license 
which in all probability would have 
been granted, the license, holder has a 
right to have an opportunity given him 
of making some arrangement in regard 
tohis business. It must be remembered 
that however rapid the reduction of 
licenses may be, the reduction must 
essentially and inevitably be a gradual 
process. Prohibition isa measure which 
you can carry out suddenly, for it has 
this great advantage, along with some 
disadvantages, that it leaves behind it 
no licenses ; there is no trade to be out 
of order. But if you reduce licenses, 
especially if you do it on a great scale, 
say to the extent of 50 per cent. in a 
great industrial community, you leave 
behind chaos and disorder, and, in all 
probability, violent breaches of the law. 
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| stances, the reduction must be a gradual 
| process, 
| beginning of which cannot, in 


But it is also a process the- 
my 
judgment be too soon. It is this 
which creates the necessity for money 
compensation which has been the object 
of s much criticism. Before I leave 
the question of time compensation, I may 
say that, to my mind, seven years is 
not an unreasonable period, although 
that is a subject on which a very fruitful 
and practical discussion might take 
place. The proposal which has been made 
for a money compensation is, I think, 
substantially that of the Peel Report.. 
The only statement made on that subject 
in the Memorandum attached to the- 
Bill, is that the scale of compensation: 
is, generally speaking, that advocated by 
the Minority Report of the Licensing 
Commission; and that will be found 
to be absolutely the case. That 
proposal has been so largely dis- 
cussed that it is not necessary for 
me to go into details; but I think 
its principle has received a far more 
general sanction than any other which 
has been put forward in recent times. 
That principle is that while the trade 
alone must be the source of the money 
compensation, its apportionment is a 
matter which must be sanctioned by 
this House. 

I may be allowed to say a word or 
two about the objection taken to Clause 
5. It is objected that this Bill 
restricts the power of the licensing 
authority at the end of seven years to 
refuse renewals of licenses. Now I am 
bound to say that every supporter of this 
Bill will admit that that would be an 
impossible proposal. Undoubtedly, a 
certain restriction of the power of the 


licensing authority is essential to this 
Bill. It restricts the power of the 
licensing authority in two respects. It 


prohibits the authority from renewing 
more than a certain number of licenses 
during seven years, and it compels the 
licensing authority to give compensation 
for every license which it refuses to renew 
during that period. So far as the power 
of the licensing authority is interfered 
with, that degree of interference is 
essential to these proposals and indeed 
absolutely inseparable from the reduction 
ot licenses coupled with compensation. 
But I believe it will be found that the 





I say, therefore, that in these cireum- 






& 
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Bill, as a whole, will not restrict but | liberately to over-rule the decision of 


greatly stimulate and accelerate 


the process of reduction. 


to this Bill, to be drawn from the 


The money | 
given in commutation is not, according | 


public funds but from the trade itself, | 


by way of a special tax. It has been 
plausibly suggested that as the trade 
found the money and the trade received it, 


the trade might very well be left to, 
settle the matter of compensation for | 
‘of the magistrates in the cities and 


themselves. If we were dealing with 
the ordinary risks of the refusing of a 
license that might be conceded; but 
we are asking for far more, we are 
asking for considerable reductions, and 
therefore the provision for whatever 
compensation seems reasonable must be 
legislative. Reduction itself must be a 
legislative policy. You cannot leave it to 
the initiative of thelocal authority. You 
cannot, I think, expect the local authori- 
ties to carry out the reduction unless you 
make a law to compel them to do so. 
The licensing authorities will not accept 
the responsibility and odium of making 
the reductions, unless they are compelled 
todo so by law. Even authorities which 
would welcome compulsion will not act 
without it. It isadmitted that the present 
licensing authority is wholly satisfactory. 
It is not appointed specially to grant 
licenses; it is not a selected panel; it 
has no contact whatever, beyond a purely 
accidental one, with local opinion; it 
is a totally irresponsible tribunal, because 
what responsibility it has is too indirect 
and is frittered away. The results are 
notorious. In order to get rid of 
these evils we must have a licensing 
authority with greater responsibility, 
and in contact with public opinion—not 
so small as to lead to that jobbery that 


borders on corruption even when it is not | 


actually corrupt, arrived at by a 
small number, and not so large that 
its decisions would be haphazard and 
variable in their character. That is 
the authority provided in the Bill. 
The present Appeal Court is, probably, 
in its small way, as absurd an arrange- 


ment as ever conceived. The appeal to. 


the Quarter Sessions is an appeal to a 


tribunal which, for this purpose, com- | 


pletely and absolutely out of date. You | 
have a scratch meeting of 50 or 60° 


Justices, the number being either a! countries in Europe. 


‘the magistrates. I think it is out- 
rageous that such an Appeal Court 
should be able to upset the decisions of 
the magistrates in cities and burghs 
who know the local circumstances. The 
result is a perpetual conflict between 
the representatives of the public opinion 


of the district and a certain number 
of outsiders; and this state of 
matters which paralyses the action 


burghs, who consequently act under 
the perpetual threat that their 
policy and decision will be reversed. [ 
confess that, for my part, I think there 
should be no appeal in the strict sense 
of the term against the decision of a 
licensing authority properly constituted, 
although there should be an opportunity 
for the re-consideration of their first de- 
cision. And such an opportunity is 
given by one of the Clauses of this Bill. 

I have said little or nothing of 
the importance of the aims of this 
Bill. It is not a matter about 
which words need be multiplied. It 
would be impossible to exaggerate the 
importance of this temperance ques- 
tion, and I concur in what was said 
by the hon. Members for Partick 
that there is in Scotland a very real and 
rapidly growing feeling of dissatisfaction 
with the present state of things. It is 
not confined to any sect or class or 
political Party. I do not speak of the 
opinion of what are sometimes known 
as temperance reformers, or of those 
who have taken a special interest in 
certain specific proposals ; but of that of 
ordinary business men who, perhaps, 
have never been able to support any of 
these proposals, but who find themselves 
in contact with an evil which they can- 
not ignore, and which they wish to be dealt 
with. They are beginning to see more 
clearly every month the greatness and 
the urgency of this question. Many men 
see that a moral and material waste is 
going on from day to day, and that is 
felt to be a great national scandal and 
discredit. With all respect to what had 
been said by an hon. Member, it is cer- 
tainly the case that in Scotland there is 
a greater amount of visible and gross 
intemperance than in most other 
The growth of 


pure accident, or whipped together de- | opinion is the best ground for the hope 


Mr. Douglas. 
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that this question of 
will be grappled with, and that hope is 
making itself felt in this House. 


Licensing Acts Amend- 


Throughout our history we, in Scotland, | 


have had to look to ourselves for the 
evolution of such difficulties ; and what is 
desired now is that we should be freed 
from the restraints which prevent us 
from setting our house in order. 
We live under methods of administra- 
tion which served their purpose perhaps 


under simpler conditions ; but they have | 
broken down, and we want to be done | 
Not only do these anti- | 


with them. 
quated methods of administration hamper 
us, but we want to get rid of the vast 
abuses that have grown up under their 
influence. While [ think it is essential 
that we should be set free by a more 
competent and more democratic licensing 
authority, it is no less important that 
we should be put in a position to deal 
with the great abuses which have 
grown up under the influence of the 
existing authorities. We cannot hope 
without legislation to secure any 
substantial reduction 
of public-houses. 


*(3.55.) Sm LEWIS McIVER (Edin- 
burgh, W.): I wonder if the House 
has realised the curious grotesqueness 
of this debate, which has been em- 
phasised by my hon. friend the Member 
for Camborne, who blessed those he 
is not accustomed to bless; by the fact 
that we should have a measure of 
temperance reform introduced from 


{12 Fepruary 1902} 


in the number 


these benches; and by the fact that we | 
should have had in the middle of this. 


debate a series of well-considered sug- 
gestions on the temperance question, 
presented 
sweetly reasonable speech from the 
hon. and learned Gentieman who has 
just sat down. Apparently, the House 


in a most moderate and) 


is agreed that the Scotch people are more | 


drunken than the English. 
“Oh, oh,” “No, no.’’] It 
view, but at all events, there was no 
dissent when the hon. Member for 
Partick adumbrated that proposition. 
I think 


are unanimous 


[Cries of | 
is not my! 


we Members from Scotland | 
in the desire for a/| 


reduction in the number of licenses, | I ; 
and that this is the central point in| points in the inverse order of their con- 


the proposals in this Bill. 
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intemperance | Bill will be read a second time, although 


the discussion of the small as well as 


great points raised by .t will serve a 


useful purpose. We are further agreed 
that it is a dangerous thing in a Bill of 
this sort to raise the question of com- 
pensation in dealing with temperance 
reform. But, in any case, surely the 
wisest course would be to begin with 
those points on which the whole Com- 
mission were agreed—on which the 
dissentient voices dissented least. 

Sir, the wrangling over temperance 
reform in this House and in the country 
for the last 30 years has been bitter, 
weary, and unfructuous. Practically 
nothing has come of it, except “ hatred, 
envy, malice, and all uncharitableness.”’ 
And this has chiefly been due to the fact 
that the controversy has been dominated 
by the extremists on both sides—with 
the inevitable result that practically 
nothing has been done. Lately it has 
seemed to me that there was beginning 
to be some hope of improvement in this 
respect—that there were, on both sides, 
signs of a better temper and better sense in 
dealing with the question; and I, in com- 
mon with many others, welcomed the re- 
ception given to the Home Secretary's 
Bill last month, by the hon. Member for 
Camborne. The hon. Member will for- 
give me if I say that, on this, as on some 
other questions, he holds very strong 
opinions indeed, and has held them con- 
sistently for many years. I confess I 
regarded him as an extremist, whose 
motto was “the whole loaf or nothing.” 
And I have no doubt that, in this 
matter, he will continue to battle for 
the “ whole loaf.” But, on the 30th of 
January, we were able to recognise that 
he was a tictician as well as an out-and- 
out advocate, when he genially blessed 
the relatively small measure that then 
was introduced. I say relatively small 
because I think it might well have been 
bigger than it is. Well, Sir, that recep- 
tion was, I thought, a happy augury. 
It seemed to indicate that he, and some 
of those who co-operate with him, were 
beginning to recognise the wisdom of 
proceeding along the line of least resist- 
ance—to take first the points which are 
not controversial—then the remaining 


We are also | troversial degree, until they reach, should 


agreed that there is no idea that this they ever reach, the Armageddon of 
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“total suppression ” and ‘‘no compensa-| posed of, it will have to be on the 
tion.” In that spirit—the spirit of ‘‘the | proposition of a responsible Government, 
half loaf to-day, and the rest to-morrow” | and for the whole country; and not 
—we can work together in amity, at|by a snatch division on a sort of 
all events for the “half loaf.” But, if | side wind and for application exclusively 
you once again tear open the old sores, | to a part of the country. 

rouse up the old feuds, and fling | 
about the winged words of ten and} It is not the contents of the Bill, but 
fifteen years ago, then good-bye to the | the impolicy of pushing or pressing it at 
amicable settlement of the points upon | this juncture that I deprecate. And that, 

which we are all agreed, And that is Sir, is the essential reason why I have, 

the effect which, I believe, a Committee | reluctantly, taken this attitude towards 
to a Bill like this would produce; | this Bill. I refuse to give even a silent 
because, Mr. Speaker, this Bill pro-| |assent on the ground which, among 
fessedly and honestly is directed towards | ‘others, has been urged upon us, namely, 

the reduction of the number of licensed | that to allow the Sec scond Reading of this 
houses in Scotland; and I believe that | ‘Bill might serve as a lever to force the 
the desirability of that reform is a | hands of Government in the direction of 
point upon which the Scottish Members | temperance legislation. Frankly, I do 
are unanimous. But, in dealing with | not consider that is a very moral way 
the machinery by which this desirable | of dealing with this question. I think 
reform is to be achieved, the Bill opens | it is not very courageous—and, in the 
up the old thorny question of com. | interests of progress, not even expedient. 
pensation and essays to dispose of it in | My action, and that of others who oppose 
very summary fashion. In other words, | | this Bill, may or may not be misunder- 
it gives the signal for the renewal of | stood. Well, we must accept that. But 
the old faction fights and lets loose | I repeat that it is not hostility to tem- 
the dogs of war upon what was a perance reform that is our motive ; but 
peaceful arena. Why, Sir, this question | at a time when there seems hope of 
of compensation—the damnosa hereditas | getting some measures of temperance 
of the temperance cause—has_ blocked | legislation in peace—without friction or 
all progress for 30 years. In 1872 it | heartburning—I resent the re-awakening 
wrecked a Governmental measure that | of all the old and bitter controv ersies, 
would have settled the question 20 years | | which will inevitably occur if this Bill 
ago. In 1888 it practically wrecked | | goes into Committee. 

another measure, produced by a strong | 
Government, backed by a strong majority.| We know, on authority, that the 
Does any hon. Member in this House | Government has prepared—and _ hopes 
imagine first that the general national | to pass—a Bill for Scotland, dealing 
principle on which this question is to | inter alia with the reduction of licensed 
be finally solved is gcing to be adopted | houses. But we may be very sure that 
primarily for a portion of the United | Bill will not tackle the compensation 
Kingdom, by the agency of a private| principle, and may, therefore, avoid 
Member? Does any hon. Member | factious controversy. But, .be that as it 
believe that it can be settled in a debate | may, not only are we more likely to 
like this? And, lastly, does any hon. | get progress by the agency of a Govern- 
Member believe that the Minority Report | ment measure, but there survive several 
of a Commission that deliberated for | minor points which are either uncon- 
over three years, which met 134 times, | treversial, or only slightly controversial, 
which examined 259 witnesses, is going | and which it were well to clear off the 
to be adopted in preference to the) Board before we fall to fighting again. 
Majority Report after three hours| And, as one who has watched. and 
discussion on a Wednesday afternoon, | deplored the hopeless struggle between 
on the proposal of a private Member | the extremists on both sides for many 
and for only a section of the Kingdom ?| years, I urge on the House not lightly 
No, Sir. everyone present knows that! to embark again on that futile warfare 








this will not happen. When, if ever, | —as it inevitably will do, if it sends this. 


the question of compensation is dis- ‘Bill to Committee. 
Sir Lewis Mclver. 
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(4.15.) Sir ROBERT, REID (Dum- 
fries Burghs): I agree with the hon. 
Member for West Edinburgh that 
there is a considerable amount of 
unreality in this debate. Some 
very excellent speeches have been 
delivered in the course of the debate, 
but we all know that this Bill can 
never be passed into law, and, therefore, 
the discussion is practically an academi 
debate. I wish to appreach the dis- 
cussion from the point of view of a man 
who was and is in favour of local veto. 
I believe unless we have effective popular 
control, the evil is so great and deep- 
rooted, and so many interests are 
aitached to it, that we will not be able to 
make thoroughly effective progress in 
the cause of temperance, but that does 
not arise here, as it is hopeless in the 
present Parliament, as the House well 
knows. But I think all wise men 
ought to be prepared to make as much 
advance as they can, provided that 
advance does not offer any real obstacle 
to a final and fair solution of the 
matter, and it would be a very heavy 
resp sibility, indeed, to take to attempt 
to diminish the progress of such a settle- 
ment. We are, however, at the present 
time waiting to see whether and in what 
direction the Government will act, and 
we have to occupy ourselves in criticis- 
ing any crude, impracticable. and clumsy 
proposals that may be brought forward, 
which, from a deeper study of the 
question, really lead nowhere, and we 
should be careful lest in our desire 
for reform we should accept proposals 
which might lead us a great deal further 
than we imagined they comn.itted us, 
and which might make reform im- 
possible. This Bill contains some very 
excellent proposals, and I have no doubt 
that the hon. Member who introduced 
itand the hon. Members who support 
it, are actuated by the best motives in 
the interests of temperance. It does 
contain some very excellent proposals, 
of, | may call, a minor character ; 
but I think 1 should have to offer some 
criticisms myself were I to enter into 
detail. I will not, however, anticipate 
the Committee stage, which will never 
take place. I wish to confine myself to 
the main point of the Bill, namely, the 
proposa! for the diminution of licenses. 

I have no right to speak for anyone 
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except myself, but I believe it is almost 
universally admitted that the evil is 
intense throughout Scotland. That 
view is entertained by Scottish Members 
on both sides of the House, and no one 
can sit for a Scottish constituency with- 
out realising the evil. I think we are 
agreed that a diminution in the number 
of licenses is universally regarded as 


being necessary; although in many 
country districts in Scotland the 
number of licenses falls below the 
maximum provided in this Bill. The 
scheme of the Bill is that the 
number of licenses is to be fixed 


during a period which really amounts to 
nine years. Whatever was intended, the 
period really amounts to that ; and it is 
provided that during that period license 
holders, whose licenses are reduced, should 
be compensated according to the date on 
which the number of licenses was dim- 
inished, more at the commencement of 
the period and less at the end. As I 
understand it, during the currency of 
that period no licenses are to be refused 
except for misconduct or without com- 
pensation. It is said that this Bill is 
based on Lord Peel’s Report. If it were 
wholly based on that Report it would re- 
quire less justification. Objection has 
been made to the introduction of the 
period of nine years, namely the seven 
years in the Bill and the period which 
would elapse before the Bill came into 
operation. If we are driven to accept a 
nine years period, although the period 
proposed in Lord Peel’s Report was five 
years, that would become the terminus a 
quo of all future proposals, and hon. 
Members would immediately proceed to 
advocate a period of 12, 15, or 20 years. 
That is not a good way of beginning to 
deal with a vested interest. The period 
proposed in the Bill is very nearly double 
that recommended by the Report on 
which it professes to be based. Then 
there is another difference which would be 
ruinous and futile in the Bill. Security 
is to be given to all license holders for a 
period of nine years. That may be per- 
fectly necessary. I can understand the 
suspension of the right to refuse to renew 
licenses as being a necessary part of the 
bargain, but no language should be used 
which could be twisted into an admission 
that any doubt at all existed as to the 
power and right of the magistrates to 
take away licenses under the law of 


28 
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Scotland. It should also be clear that at 
the end of the period of suspension, the 
most completely unfettered power should | 
remain to the licensing authority to deal | 
with all licenses as they thought fit, and 
to refuse them or to divert them to other 
persons. There should be an unequivocal 
acknowledgment of that right, stated in 
such language that no lawyer would be 
able to pervert it to the detriment of the 
public interest. The language of the 
clause is not sufficiently explicit on this 
matter. I speak not merely of Clause 5, 
because I understand that that clause is 
intended to cover the intervening period 
of suspension ; but apart from that, the 
Bill contains an implied assumption that 
some claim of a license holder does not 
exist. 
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that no money must come out of the 
pocket of the State at all. If any scheme 
of that kind can be worked it will be by 
far the best method of settling the 
question of compensation. So far as 
possible, the money should come from 


the trade, and we should keep the fingers 


of the State out of the transaction, ex- 
cept to see, as it may be necessary to see, 
that fair play is observed within the 
trade itself. I think that would be very 
desirable. If such a plan could be 
carried out without risk and with fair 
play as between the different members 
of the trade who would be obliged to 
pay the levy, that would be all that 
would be expected. I would point out, 


| however, that the proposal in this Bill is 
| that in the last year of the seven years 


'the amount of compensation should be 


Si MARK STEWART: Not after 


seven years. 


Sik ROBERT REID: I do not agree with 
the hon. Baronet ; but I am perfectly satis- 
fied after what has been said by the hon. 
Member for North Lanark that such was | 
not the intention, and that enables meif a 
division arises, to vote for the Second 
Reading of the Bill, which otherwise I | 
would not think of doing. The language 
speaks of the power of the licensing 
authority to refuse the renewal of any cer- 
tificate, and is so worded that the matter is | 
lettin some ambiguity. It is, perhaps, un- 
necessary to Jabour that point now, inas- , 
much as I understand that the main 
supporters of the Bill disclaim any such 
intention, and, therefore, relieve us of the 
necessity of further arguing the matter. | 
I wish tosay a few words with reference 
to the questionof compensation. The hon. 
Member for West Edinburgh rather de- 
precated the discussion of compensation | 
at all; but if we are not going to con- | 
sider schemes of compensation put for- 
ward as a matter of morals, at all events, 
if not as a legal right, it is not the’ 
slightest use considering any great | 
scheme of reform at all. The question | 
of compensation must be faced. If we | 
can prevail upon the public to leave it | 
in the hands of the Local Authorities, well | 
and good. The proposal in the Bill, | 
however, is that compensation is to be 
given by the trade to the trade, that | 
the State is not to be intermediary, and 


Sir Robert Reid. 


| basis. 


| Possible for a Government to deal 


the rateable value of the premises. There 
never could be a more unsatisfactory 
The rateable value in one case 
may be a £120 a year, whereas the pro- 
fit may be £800 or £900 a year, whereas 
in another case, in a great establishment 


‘like St. Pancras Hotel, the value of the 


license would be almost insignificant as 
compared with the rateable value. Ip 
the first case, the compensation to be 
awarded would be ludicrously inadequate, 
and' in the other case monstrously ex- 
cessive. I agree that is merely a 
detail, but I am satisfied that if we are 
going to have compensation, by far the 
best course would be to provide some 
method of seeing fair play between 
tho distributing body in the trade and 
the receiving body, but to leave them 
to arrange themselves the method in 
which compensation should be pro- 


vided. 


That is all I wish to say with re 
gard to the Bill. The importance of 
this Bill isnot the Second Reading, if it 
be given Second Reading. Its import- 
ance is that it gives us an opportunity 
of earnestly pressing on the Government 
the necessity of dealing with this very 
grave and serious question. Itis perfectly 
true this question can never be dealt 
with by a private Member. Apart from 
the limited opportunities which a private 


Member has, the question deals with 
such enormous interests and with such 
controversial matters that it is only 

with 
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it. We, in Scotland, arealmost unanimous}no longer rest with the licensing 
in thinking that this is a most important | authorities in this way. Clause 
question—the most important question.|4 spoke of certificates being granted, 
Incalculable mischief has been done in| but the language in Clauses 2 and 3 
Scotland which, I believe, might be re- | was different, and in those clauses ‘“‘re- 
moved by a strong Licensing Bill. I) newal”’ of existing certificates had been 
cannot exaggerate the importance which | referred to. He was aware that in recent 
is attached to it by many persons who | | licensing reform in Scotland the terms 
know nothing, and care less, about! “renewal” and “ granting ’’ of licenses 
politics, but: who merely care about the had both been used, but, so far as he 
lives of the people, and who see that the | could gather, Clause 4 of the Bill meant 
race itself is running some risk of being | that no new certificate or renewal after 
permanently deteriorated by the present | the expiration of the seven years should 
condition of things. The Government | carry any right to renewal. If this was 
are surely bound to take action. Iam so it was not clearly expressed. The 
certain they will not find any real diffi-| hon. Gentleman the Member for 
culty among Scottish Members on! Dumfries Burghs had spoken of the 
either side of the House; at all events! finger of the State having been left 
we{would try to agree ‘with them al-|out of the Bill in regard to the 
though I do not say we would necessarily | scheme of compensation. What the 
agree, because their proposals might suggested with regard to the general 
touch on matters on which we could not! principle which ought to underly any 
giveiway; but I am certain that the question of compensation was that 
Scottish Members would desire to the! a principle should be laid down by 
utmost degree to agree with the Govern- which all classes of those disestab- 
ment so far as they honestly could. The | lished in the trade ought to be com- 
whole country is crying for a remedy;! pensated by those who were left in 
and if the Government would put for-!the trade. That ought not to be a 
ward a proposal of a really effective! difficult principle on which to secure 
character, I am perfectlysurethat not only | general agreement, but the hon. Gentle- 
would the Scotch} Members do their very | man had apparently overlooked the 
best to meet them|if they could, but that, | somewhat extraordinary provision of 
if they succeeded, they would confer} one | Clause 10. which provided that the 
of the greatest benefits on Scotland that | | average compensation which was to be 
the legislature has ever conferred upon | levied for seven years was thereafter not 
it since the time of the Union. | to be regarded as money passing from 
| some members of the Trade to others, 
' but was to be a new fund created in a 
*(4.30.) Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrew-| new way, and the application of it was 
shire, W.) said that the Bill itself! to be under the absolute and sole 
had been comparatively little referred direction of the Secretary for Scot- 
to by those who had criticised it.| land, who might expend it as he 
Though he agreed in the main with the | chose. That was a most extraordinary 
general principles of the Bill, and was as | provision, and one that was open to the 
anxious as its promoters to see the! most grave objections. 
licensing laws of Scotland reformed, he | 
was unable to vote for the Second; Reference had been made to the form 
Reading. The hon. Member for theSpen | of the Bill; he believed that had the 
Valley had appealed to the supporters | framers of the measure taken a little 
of the Bill with regard to Clause 5, | mor. trouble to ascertain the local 
which, it was admitted, would require | feeling in Scotland some mistak:s in 
some modification, but he would like to | the framing of the Bill would had been 
point out that Magistrates had power | avoided. He had some doubt himself as 
at’ present to deal absolutely with cer-| to what was to be the position after 
tificates. This would be taken away by | the seven yearselapsed. If hon. Members 
the latter part of Clause 5. Clause 4 of | | looked at Clause 1, they would find that 
the Bill conveyed the impression that | the licences were to be reduced ‘ ‘during 
the right to deal with certificates would | the seven years next succeeding the 
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28th May, first happening one year 
after the passing of the Act.” What 
was the position of the licensing 
authorities after that date? Were they 
to have an absolutely free hand, because 
the clause was so worded as to give them 
a free hand subsequent to the period 
of seven years. The words “at the 
expiration’’ should read “at and after 
the expiration.” Then, with regard to 


the financial provisions of the Bill, he | 
found that whilst provision had been ' 


made for the payment of the clerk to the 
Court of Appeal, no provision had been 
made for the payment of 


new licensing authorities. 
which th» commutation fund created, 
provided that a special official was to be 


appoin ed by the licensing authority as | 


collector of license rentals, and also to 
act as treasurer of the fund; he 


was to be paid out of the fund, and | 


the expenses of collection and dis- 
bursement |were also to be borne bythe 
fund: but in Clause 17 a provision had 
been made giving every licensing 
authority power to appoint inspectors 
of licensed premises, and he would 
like to ask who was to pay the in- 
spectors so appointed. There was nothing 
in the Bill which provided for the pay- 
ment of these officials. The language of 


the Minority Report upon which this Bill | 


had been framed seemed to suggest that 


the special officers for this purpose were | 


to*be police officers, and he could not 
believe that it would be desirable, in con- 


nection with the administration of the | 


liquor laws of Scotland, to appoint a 
separate staff of officials tolook after public- 
houses, and those who went in and out 
ofthem. He could not imagine any- 
thing more unfortunate than that the 


duty should be taken out of the control | 


of the police. It was one of the most 
important matters which came under 


their cognisance, and to take this duty | 


out of their hands would create enor- 
mous difficulty, because unless there was 
a large staff of these inspectors there 
would be no effective overlooking of 
the public - houses, whilst the police 
would be deprived of a most import- 
ant duty. 


With regard to the licensing authority, 
he did not wish to say anything of a 
Mr. Renshaw. 


{COMMONS} 


the clerk | 
to the Justices, or the clerk to the) 
The clause | 
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critical character. He thought it would 
be a good thing for the new authortiy 
to be composed of representatives from 
the County Councils and the Justices 
of the Peace, but when he came to the 
Court of Appeal he could not agree 
with the hon. Members who promoted 
the Bill. The existing Court of Appeal 
had been very strongly criticised, and 
had been stated to be very unsatis- 
factory, but what would the House 
think of an Appeal Court to be com- 
posed of a smaller number of representa- 
tives elected by and from the same 
bodies as those which elected the Court 
from which the appeal lay? An 
Appeal Court of ten members would 
hear appeals from a court of twenty 
members representing the same in- 
terests? In the course of the dis- 
cussion reference had been made for 
|a measure introduced by the Govern- 
ment in reference to England. In his 
'speech at Edinburgh a short time ago, 
'the noble Lord the Secretary to 
Scotland had intimated that a measure 
was contemplated for the reform of the 
licensing laws of Scotland, but none of 
them knew at present how far those 
proposals would go. This debate would 
be useful if it impressed on the minds of 
those responsible for the introduction of 
that measure, a knowledge that there was 
an earnest desire on the part of the House 
'that the question of temperance reform 
should be dealt with effectively. He 
did¢not believe that all the reforms 
desired by temperance reformers 
could be dealt with in one measure, 
'such a measure if anything of that sort 
| was attempted it would be next to im- 
possible to pass through the House in 
‘one session. The effect of the debate 
|this afternoon would be to bring home 
‘to the Government the fact that the 
representatives of the people of Scotland 
on both sides of the House were very 
much in earnest on this question of 
| temperance reform. 





(4.45.) Mr. CROMBIE (Kineardine- 
shire): If a division is forced upon the 
House I shall certainly have no_hesita- 
tion in voting for this Bill. In my 
opinion we have had a most interest- 
ing and instructive debate, which has 
been remarkable for two things; im 
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the first place it has shown that there |for Spen Valley has made that could 
is a great deal of sympathy with the | not be disposed of bya very slight verbal 
general principles of this measure, and| Amendment. The hon. Member said 
secondly, that sympathy has come from | he would not vote for the Bill because it 
all parts. For the last generation the | was a private Bill and woud not go to 
opposition to every measure of temper- | Committee, but I have always under- 
ance reform has come from two opposite | stood that more latitude was given to 
extremes. On the one side you have a private Bill in this way than to a 
the earnest ternperance reformer, and | public Bill. 1 very well recollect the 
on the other you have the friends of | Bill that was brought in in 1892 for 
the Trade, and the general public has | pensions for old age. Hon. Gentlemen 
stood aloof and considered the whole | on that side of the House voted for that 
question of temperance as an impractic- | Bill, although they disapproved of every 
able question. But a vast change has| part of the scheme presented by the 
come over the country, and there has been | Bill, because they believed in the principle 
a wide popular awakening in favour of | of it. Therefore | hope hon. Gentlemen 
reasonable and practicable Temperance | will not vote against the Second Reading 
Reform. This has been manifested in | of this Bill because they disagree as te 
the House during the present Parliament. | its details. If the Bill does not go to 
Last session we introduced the Bill | Second Reading it will be regarded by 
generally known as the Children’s Bill, | the country as a defeatjof temperance 
to which, I believe, the Government | reform. 

was not particularly favourable, but | 

they did a most unusual thing—they| | agree entirely with§what ;has been 
gave the promotors of the Bill facilities | said on the question of compensation, 
to pass it, because outside Parliament | but I disagree entirely with what has 
the feeling of moderate temperance | heen suggested by the hon. Member for 
reform in this country was so vastly | Dumfries, that because we say seven 
in its favour that the Government years in this Bill, if we vote for it we 
were bound to consider it. There has | shall be bound to that seven vears. Sup- 
been a remarkable movement in the last | pose we wait until a Liberal Government 
twelve months ; Lord Peel, who drafted comes into office, which mav be in five 
the Minority Report, has united the | years, that would mean that we should not 
people of Scotland in this matter. I | deal with public-houses until 1911. I shall 
do not, when I say that Lord Peel | yote for the Second Reading, because I 
has united the temperance reformers | believe that in the first place we could 
of Scotland, mean to say that we are! change this seven years in Committee, 
agreed as to what should be the! and in the second place I would rather 
reform, but everybody is agreed on, see a Bill with a term of nine years 
this, that none of them can_ get | passed at the present time than wait five 
anything so long as there stands in| years and then see a Bill passed with the 
the way the barrier of the vested rights | term of five years. Delay on this question 
of the publicans, and the main purpose | is exceedingly dangerous. We wish to 
of this Bill is to remove that evil, to | deal with this question at once ; a vast 
deal with the question%in the interests | number of hon. Members of this House 
of the people, and to deal with it on a) are agreed with the principle, and what 
principle of proper compensation to the | we wish to see now is what the Govern- 
publicans. To that principle one or two | ment are going to do. I hope the right 
are opposed; the hon. Baronet the Member | hon. Gentleman in his reply will fulfil 
for West Edinburgh and the hon. Mem- our hopes, and let this Bill go to a 
ber for Renfrewshire have both expressed | Second Reading. 

themselves as opposed to the principle to 
which everybody else has agreed. The 
opposition coming from this side of the}; *(4.53.) Mr. SHAW STEWART (Ren- 
House, and led by the hon. Member for | frewshire, E.) thought the most remark- 
the Spen Valley, is entirely the opposition | able thing in this debate had been the fact 
of a temperance reformer ; there is not|that the two Gentlemen who chiefly 
one objection which the hon. Member | opposed the Bill were Gentlemen repre- 
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senting English constituencies, and were| which this competition did not go on, 
not interested in Scottish affairs in any|than with 100 where it did? The 
way. Everybody was agreed that a|other principal point was the ques- 
change in the licensing authority was | tion of compensation, and the only 
desirable, not even the temperance advo-| Scotch Member who had _ adversely 
cates were content with the present | criticised the Bill in that respect was 
authority, and the publicans in the! the hon. Member for Edinburgh, who 
cities were equally opposed to it, and as/ had said it was a great mistake to deal 
there had been no adverse criticism of! with compensation, because it was the 
the new licensing authority as proposed | real crux of the question. That was not 
by the Bill, the promoters of the Bill a very bold position to take, because if 
might take it that the House was | “compensation” was the most important 
satisfied with it. They might take it | point of temperance legislation, the legis- 
that the Scottish members were satisfied | lature should seek to make a settlement 
that a seiection from the Justices of the | of that question. He claimed that in 
Peace, combined with a selection from the | this Bill an attempt had been made to 
members of the County Councils, would | deal with compensation or. the lines of jus- 
provide a licensing authority possessed | tice to the publican for what was taken 
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of local knowledge and public confidence. | 
The reduction of licenses was a most | 
important matter. The noble Lord the) 
Secretary for Scotland had, at a meeting | 
in Edinburgh, conveyed the impression | 
that it was not desirable to legislate for | 
the reduction of licenses ; he was evidently 
of opinion that the diminution of 
drunkenness did not depend upon a 
limitation of licenses. The reduction of 
licenses under the Bill would entail 
little or no reduction of licenses in the 
counties, but as had been pointed out in a | 
pamphlet issued by the Trade opponents | 
to the Bill, in the towns it would be con- 
siderable. ‘That pamphlet gave the 
number of public-houses in certain towns, 
and the number which would re- 
main if this Bill came into operation. 
In the town of Ardrie the number of 
licensed houses was 88. Under the pro- 
visions of the Bill they would be reduced 
to 25, that was in the proportion of one 
public-house to every 750 people, If 
those figures were correct, at the present | 
time there was one public-house to. 
every 45 men. Was it not obvious that 
where there were an excessive number 


of public-houses, for a number of them | 
it was a constant struggle to obtain | 


customers and keep them; and was it 
not equally probable that in those houses 


which were engaged in the struggle there, 


might not be a daily, nay hourly, tempta- 

tion to supply with drink men who had 

already had enough? He asked any one 

who had had experience of police work 

whether the police would not rather deal 

with 50 public-houses, with regard to 
Mr. Shaw Stewart, 


away: and of justice to the public 
by diminishing that excess of houses 
which were a danger to the peace and to 
the health of the community. He did 
not know whether the Bill would go to 
a division, but if it did, he appealed to 
the English Members not to vote lightly 
against it, until they had ascertained 
what was the feeling of Scotland with 
regard to this matter. 


(5.0.) MAJOR JAMESON (Clare, W.) 
thought that the reasons given for mov- 
ing the rejection of this measure were 
somewhat at variance. At the same 
time, he quite agreed with the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for the Spen 
Valley. He was of opinion that no 
measures relating to the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors should be taken out of 
the hands of the legitimate authorities. 
There was one argument, he thought, 
against this Bill, which he was surprised 
had not been brought forward, and 
that was that the Bill was founded 
on the Minority Report of the Royal 
Commission on Licensing, but he 
would like to ask hon. Members 
if they had ever analysed the evi- 
dence and authority on which that 
Report was based. He would like to 
_give the House some samples of that 
evidence. In regard to child drinking 
|the principal witness was a man who 
| bore a foreign name; whether he was 
| German, Spanish, or Italian, he could 
/not say, but clearly he was not an 
| Englishman. His testimony as to having 





11! 


See 
liq 
he 
He 
up 
of 

It 

the 
thi 
me 
Re 
an 
Sec 
ing 
lice 
elec 
and 
con 
the 
mel 
The 
par 
was 
Hoi 
fool: 
coul 
alre 
for 

asse 
be | 
had 
hear 
that 
thar 
dom 
did 

remi 
thre 
peac 
body 
holic 
char 
and 
vide 
six | 
rejoi 
terri 
brea 
tive 
Scot 
that 
extre 


1156 


O On, 

The 
ques- 
only 
ersely 
| was 
who 
» deal 
s the 
is not 
ise if 
rtant 
legis- 
ment 
at in 
de to 
of jus- 
aken 
ublic 
ouses 
nd to 
e did 
go to 
ed to 
ghtly 
ained 
with 


2, W.) 
mov- 
were 
same 
nend- 
Spen 
t no 
1toxl- 
ut of 
rities. 
ught, 
orised 
and 
inded 
Royal 
he 
nbers 
evi- 
that 
re to 
that 
aking 
who 
2 was 
could 
ot an 
aving 





1157 Licensing Acts Amend- 


seen children drinking intoxicating 
liquors was far from convincing, and 
he did not think it was such as the 
House should be asked to legislate 
upon. Then there was the question 
of the licensing authority of the future. 
It was a remarkable circumstance that 
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should pause before it passed this Bill. 


those who had drawn the Bill were in’ 


this matter going away from the recom- 
mendations of the Minority Report. That 
Report (at page 181) called attention to 
a most important point in which the 
Scotch system differed from that obtain. 
ing in England. In Scotland the 
licensing authority is chosen by popular 
election, yet the friends of local option 
and of temperance reform were now 
coming forward with a proposal to alter 
the Scotch system contrary to the recom- 


mendations of the Minority Report. 
There could not be a more cruel 
parody of local option ideas than 


was embodied in the Bill before the 
House. There could be nothing more 
foolish than the attempt to construct a 
court of appeal out of the authorities 
already formed, and he did not believe 
for one moment that the House would 
assent to such a proposal, which would 
be simply stultifying what the House 
had done in the past. 
hear an hon. Member opposite assert 
that Scotland stood on a worse footing 


The Government had in hand, he believed, 
a measure dealing with this subject, and 
they should be afforded an opportunity 
of laying their views before the House 
on both the licensing authority and the 
compensation questions. 

He objected to the licensing authority 
that the Bill proposed to set up, but he 
would not oppose any tribunal that was 
elected by those ratepayers whose names 
were onthe Parliamentary Register. It 
was not wise to disfranchise not merely 
every one in the trade, but also every- 
body in any way connected with it. 
They had already done that. but the 
promoters of this Bill wanted to go 
farther, and they were suggesting a 
plan which would practically disfranchise 
nine-tenths of the inhabitants of the 
district from which the Committee was 
to be elected. If hon. Members were 
zonvinced that the present authority was 
absolutely hopeless—and he confessed he 
was not—then their better plan would be 
to let the people on the Parliamentary 
Register themselves elect the _licens- 
ing Committee. He asked the House to 
absolutely and unconditionally refuse to 


| sanction such an enormity as this Bill, 


He was sorry to | 


and he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
who was to speak on behalf of the Gov- 


'ernment would not only deal with the 


than other parts of the United King- | 


dom in regard to intemperance. He 
did not believe it, but the statement 
reminded him of a story with regard to 


| 


three gentlemen, possibly justices of the | 


peace and members of the licensing 
body, who intended to goon a two days 
holiday. One of the gentlemen had 
charge of the victualling arrangements, 
and on being asked what he had pro- 
vided, replied “One loaf of bread and 
six bottles of whisky.” 
rejoined “Aye, mon, but you are 
terribly extravagant with the matter of 


His companion | 
| 


bread.” The story might be illustra-| 


tive perhaps of the thrift of the| 
Scotch people. It was the fact however | 
that they were apt to go from one} 
extreme to the other. The House 


| 


| 


constitution of the proposed licensing 
authority, but would also state the views 
of the Ministry on such subjects as 


adulteration and the supply of food on 


licensed premises. 


*(5.15.) THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. 
A. GRaHAM Murray, Buteshire) : What- 
ever | may have tosay with regard to 
this Bill, I think it is quite certain [ 
am absolved from the duty of criticising 
its provisions, for it has been denounced 
in very strong terms by the Member 
who has just spoken, and who is not 
identified with the temperance party, 
while I have also heard a Motion that 
this Bill be read a second time this day 
six months brought forward by two hon. 
| Members who are identified with tem- 
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perance principles in this House. It is 
quite true that the hon. Member for the 
Spen Valley, who moved thre rejection of 
the Bill, began by assuring the House 
that he and his Party had now come to 
see the common sense of being ready to 
accept anything they could get, but 
nevertheless when he got his fingers into 
the Bill he so marred its visage with 
epithets that anything I could say would 
not be half so picturesque as those he 
supplied. He declared it to be impossible 
and retrograde, while the hon. Member 
for Camborne described it as unwisely 
conceived and unskilfully framed. No 
doubt a heroic attempt was made by 
the Member for Kincardineshire to 
persuade the House that Lord Peel’s 
Report had once for all united the 
of the Temperance Party, 
but I am afraid we have not had 
today. 


Members 


that spectacle of unanimity 
Hon. Members have spoken of the Bill as 
not having the least chance of passing, and 
had utterly refused to discuss anything 
that might possibly happen in Com- 
mittee. It was stated that the only 
reason the Bill was brought forward was 
to elicit from the Government their 
views upon the thorny and knotty ques- 
tions of compensation, and soon. The 
net was spread in the sight of the bird in 
this case most thoroughly, and I do not 
think hon. Members have given me 
much hope for the future, because the 
mover of the rejection of the Bill 
reiterated one thing after another with- 
out which no temperance reforms would 
be possible, and indicated that he could 
not possibly accept the Bill. If he did 
that to me standing here, and knew that 
some day or other I should thave ‘to ex- 
plain the principles of Scotch Bills, it 
was something like taking an early 
Christian to see the feeding of the lions. | 
Mr, A. Graham Murray. 


{COMMONS} 
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Why do we object so much to this 
Bill ? Because it does not supply us with 
what is a sine qué nonin any temperance 


reform, namely a clean slate. That 


/seems a popular phrase at the present 


time. A clean slate means that at 
the end of a short, period there shall 
be a recognised right or duty on the 
part of the licensing authority to still 
further without any 
compensation at all. I wonder whether 
considered 


reduce licences 


hon. Members have ever 


why there should be any difference 


as to compensation after the period 
has expired and during the short 


period itself. I am quite aware that 
the hon. Gentleman who adverted to 
that point was not unmindful of the 
difficulty that surrounds it, because he 
characterised what was done in the 
Bill as a semblance of compensation. 
But a certain confusion of mind has 
crept into the discussion of the sub- 
ject. Compensation may be given as a 
legal right, or it may be given as a 
matter of policy. But once you have 
settled that compensation is to be given, 
I cannot see that compensation is any 
different thing to a man whose license 
is taken away within a limited period, 
or after the expiration of a_ limited 
period. I cannot help thinking that 
hon. Members for the moment forgot 
the derivation of the word compensa- 
tion. Compensation is something which 
weighing in the balance, will be equal 
to that which was taken away from the 
compensated. 


person who is to be 


The hon. Baronet the Member for Kirk- 
cudbrightshire, who introduced the Bill, 
took the view that the compensation 


provided in the Bill was a real compen- 


| sation and not a semblance of compen- 


sation, and yet that class of compen- 
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sation is something which the hon. | 
Member for the Spen Valley would not 
admit has ever been payable at all. 
I am content with the definition of 
compensation given in the Majority 
Report of the Licensing Commission, 
where they said that, without attempting 
to weigh to a nicety the whole of the 
arguments, they desire to express in the 
case of the suppression of a licensed house 
their general adhesion to the principle 
of compensation, equivalent to the fair 
intrinsic selling value of the licence and 
goodwill apart from the extreme 
inflation of prices, caused, as in some 


I think 


that is a principle which commends itself 


cases, by excessive competition. 


to justice and common sense ; and it is a 
principle which is not carried out by 
the particular provisions of the Bill, and 
not in accordance with the prine ples 
laid down by the Member for Spen 
Valley, which he said would alone satisfy 
him. In this matter of compensation 
there is another confusion of thought 
that has entered into the discussion. 
Severai hon. Members, including the hon. 
Member for Partick, said that what 
they wanted was a short time during 
which licenses were to be taken away, 
and they did not care, although the 
compensation might be large, because 
the publican had to pay. On what 
ground alone can you ask ,publicans 
to pay compensation? It can only be 
on the ground of the enhanced value of 
If that is so, 
the question of period enters into the 


the licenses that remain. 


question of fixing the available amount 
ot money obtainable for compensat’on. 
The truth is that the elements of time 
and money necessarily run into each 
other. 

There is another point as to taking 


compensation on the rateable | 
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which, I think, was most effectively dealt 
with by the hon. and learned Member for 
Dumfries. It is perfectly clear that 
licenses do not depend upon the rateable 
value of the premises. | have, however, 
no time to deal with that. There is 
another point of the Bill which seems to 
be equally objectionable, and as to which 
[ am rather surprised that no notice has 
been taken in the debate. All are agr ed 
that there should be some reduction of 
the licenses. but I should hope that few 
are agreed that the reduction is to be on 
a cast-iron standard bearing a numerical 
ratio to the population. You would, 
under those circumstances, entirely dis- 
regard the different conditions oi con- 
gestion of different neighbourhoods, and 
entirely disregard some places which are 
comparatively unpopulous in the winter, 
and yet are thronged in the summer. 
You would even disregard different days 
in the week when there would be 
different requirements. The hon. Member 
for Partick has made a charge against 
his countrymen with which [ am un- 
It will be 


found by everybody who will take the 


willing to asso-iate myself, 


trouble to look into the judicial statistics 
that there has been no increase in the 
drinking habits of the people. I assure 
my hon. friends behind me that the 
Government are fully awake to the very 
great interest taken in this subject, and 
to the determination of their supporters 
that a real effort shall be made to 
grapple with the question of licensing 
reform. As has been pointed out by 
the hon. Member for Renfrewshire, it 
may not all be done in one Bill, but 
what we shall do and when we shall do 
it depends a great deal on the time 
available and the general progress of 
business. I can not give any particular 
pledge as to when we shall introduce 
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this legislation, or what it will actually | particular inquiries from my noble 
be, but when we do consider this subject | friend the Secretary of State for Foreign 
it;willjbe?from a Scottish point of view. | Affairs. As there are no Papers, I am 





The circumstances of England are not 
the same as those of Scotland. We 
really and earnestly desire to deal with | 
the subject at the first available moment, 
and to do that is the settled determin- | 
ation of the Government, 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox) said he was very pleased to 
hear from the right hon. Gentleman 
that an honest effort was to be made 
to deal with this subject— 


It being half-past five of the clock, 
the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Wednesday, 
26th February. 


Anglo-Japanese Agreement. 


(5.30.) On the Motion for the adjourn- 


ment—— 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
House when he proposes to lay on the 
Table Papers relating tothe Treaty with 
Japan, and whether he will take that | 
opportunity, or what opportunity he 
will take, of informing the House on 


the subject. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, | 
E.): Iam not aware that there are any | 
Papers to be laid on the Table on this | 
subject, though, if the right hon. Gentle- | 
man desires it, I will make more | 

Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


‘not aware that there is any statement 
‘to be made by His Majesty’s Govern- 


ment, or that the documents already 
laid require any explanation. So far as 
the Government are aware, they speak 
very much for themselves, and carry on 
the face of them the reasons which have 
led to the Treaty between Japan and 
this country. 


The Civil Service Supplementary 
Estimate. 
Mr. A. J. 


BALFOUR added: As I 


_am on my legs, may I take this oppor- 


tunity of saying to the House, on quite 
a different topic, what I think they 


‘ought to know, so that there may be 


no misunderstanding? The Supple- 
mentary Estimates will be in the hands 
of hon. Members, I hope, to-morrow, 
but they will differ in substance from 


the Supplementary Estimates already 


| presented in one small particular, which 


is that Supplementary Estimates have 
also to be presented with regard to the 
friendly societies’, trustees’, and savings 
banks’ If I did not an- 
nounce this, I might be accused of 


deficiencies. 


having foisted a new set of Estimates 
on the House. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 


Then does the right hon. Gentleman 


withdraw the present Estimate ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 


before six o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday 13th February, 1902. 


LORD NEWBOROUGH. 


{13 FeBRuARY 1902} Business. 1166 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


| eats 
| The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 


| House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
Ordered and Directed, by the Lords | had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament | '70™ the Examiners that the Standing 
assembled, that a Certificate be sent | Orders applicable to the following Bills 
by the Clerk of the Parliaments to the | have been complied with— 
Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, stating! Scarborough Tramways, 
that the Lord Chancellor of the United | 
Kingdom has reported to the House of | Wrexl District T 
Lords that the right of the Lord New- | a arenes 
borough to vote at the elections of | And that the further Standing Orders 
Representative Peers for Ireland has | applicable to the following Bills have 


Halifax Corporation, 


been, established to the satisfaction of him 


| been complied with— 


the said Lord Chancellor ; and that the | 


House of Lords has ordered such Report 


to be sent to the said Clerk of the Crown | 
in Ireland ; and it is hereby also Ordered | 


that the said Report of the said Lord 


Chancellor be sent to the Clerk of the | 


Crown in Ireland. 


VISCOUN1,TAAFFE. 


Report from the Lord Chancellor, that 
in the opinion of the Lord Chancellor 
the claim of Henry Edward Mary Taaffe, 
Viscount Taaffe of Corren, to vote at the 
elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland is of such a nature that it ought 
to be referred to a Committee for privileges 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


OFFICE*‘OF LORD GREAT 
CHAMBERLAIN. 


Petition of Gilbert Henry Earl of 
Ancaster, Lord Willoughby de Eresby that 


he may be permitted to refer at the! 


hearing of his claim to the office of Lord 
Great Chamberlain of England to the 
printed evidence adduced in support of 
the petition of his late mother Clemen- 
tina Elizabeth Dowager Lady Aveland, 
presented on the 5th of June, 1871, 
praying that the abeyance of the said 
Barony of Willoughby de Eresby might 
be terminated in her favour; read, 
and referred to the Committee for 
privileges. 


THE LORD CHURSTON 
Took the oath. 


THE MARQUESS OF ANGLESEY 


Sat first in Parliament after the death 
of his father. 





Vol. CII. [Fourts Serres]. 


“NORTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
[H.L.] 


CENTRAL ARGENTINE AND ROSARIA 
RAILWAY [u.1.] 


DONEGAL RAILWAY [u.1.] 
RHYMNEY RAILWAY [1] 
WREXHAM WATER [1.1] 
TAFF VALE RAILWAY [u.1.] 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 

Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp- 
stead Railway (No. 2) Bill [H.1.] 
‘ought to be dispensed with, provided 
that the powers to make Railways Nos. 
| 2, 3, and 4 be struck out of the Bill. 
That the Standing Orders not com- 
|plied with in respect of the following 
Bills— 
Central Argentine and Rosario Rail- 

way [H.L. | 
| Saddleworth, Springhead, and Lees 
| Tramways [H.L.] 


ought to be dispensed with and the Bills 
allowed to proceed. 


That the Standing Orders not com- 
plied with in respect of the 


Sheffield, Rotherham, and Bawtry 
Railway Bill 


ought to be dispensed with. 


That the Standing Orders not com- 
plied with in respect of the 


West Ham Corporation Bill 
ought to be dispensed with, provided 
2T 
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that sub-section 6 of section 21 be struck 
out of the Bill. 


Read, and agreed to. 


PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY 
(No 2.) BILL [H.L.] 

A petition of Messrs. Dyson and Com- 
pany, of 9, Great George Street, West- 
minster, Parliamentary agents, praying 
for leave to present a petition of Nathan 
Salaman and others, praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bill, al- 
though the time limited by Standing 
Order No. 92 for presenting such 
petition has expired; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table; and Standing 
Order No. 92 to be considered to- 
morrow, in order to its being dispensed 
with in respect of the said petition. 


WATERFORD AND BISHOP FOY EN- 
DOWED SCHOOLS BILL [1.1.] 


Report of His Majesty’s Attorney 
General for Ireland received, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


CONSETT WATER BILL [u.1.] 
To be read 2* on Tuesday next. 


DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL [u.1.] 

To be read 2* on Friday the 21st instant. 
HASTINGS HARBOUR DISTRICT RAIL- 
WAY (EXTENSION OF 'TIME) BILL [u.1.] 

To be read 2° on Friday the 21st instant. 


NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY 
(KINGSTON-UPON-HULL) BILL [u.1. ] 


To be read 2* on Monday the 24th 
instant. 


NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY 
(MANCHESTER AREA) BILL [u.1.] 


To be read 2* on Monday the 24th 
instant. 


SWINDON UNITED GAS BILL [u.1.] 


To be read 2* on Monday the 24th 
instant. 


ISLE OF WIGHT CENTRAL RAILWAY 
BILL [.t. ] 


To be read 2° on Friday the 28th instant. 


NEWCASTLE AND GATESHEAD WATER 
BILL [u.1.] 


To be read 2* on Friday the 28th instant. 


{LORDS} 
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ABERTILLERY URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [u.1.] 


Committed ; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


Business. 


ASHTON -UNDER- LYNE AND DUKIN. 
FIELD CORPORATIONS (ALMA 
BRIDGE, ETC. )aBILL [u.1.] 

Committed ; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection, 

BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION WATER 

BILL [1.1.] 


Committed ; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL [4.1] 

Committed ; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
BRYNAMAN AND NEATH RAILWAY 

BILL [4.1] 

Committed; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 

BUXTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 

BILL [u.1. ] 


Committed: the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


CITY AND CRYSTAL PALACE RAILWAY 
BILL [u.1.] 

Committed ; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
CITY AND NORTH - EAST SUBURBAN 

ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 2) BILL 
[H.1.] 

Committed ; the Committees to be 

proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


DARLEY DALE WATER BILL [a.1.] 


Committed ; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GENERAL 

POWERS) BILL [u.1.] 


Committed; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION 
BILL [u.1.] 

Committed; the Committees to be 

proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL [u.t.] 


Committed ; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


(WATER) 


FELIXSTOWE AND WALTON 
IMPROVEMENT BILL [H.1.] 


Committed; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
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ICT 


to be 
lection. 


JUKIN. 
(ALMA 


to be 
lection, 


VATER 


to be 
lection. 
L [HLL] 
to be 
lection. 
ILWAY 
to be 
lection. 
UNCIL 


to be 
slection. 


ILWAY 


to be 
slection. 


URBAN 
2) BILL 


to be 
election. 


[H.L. ] 
to be 
election. 


JNERAL 


to be 
election. 


WV ATER) 


to be 
election. 
L.] 

to be 
election. 


ON 

| 

to be 
election. 
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LANCASHIRE COUNTY (LUNATIC 1 YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [H.1.] 
ASYLUMS) BILL [H.1.] | Committed; the Committees to be 


Committed; the Committees to be| proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. | 
| BIRMINGHAM ASSAY OFFICE 
LEICESTER CORPORATION BILL [n.1.1] | BILL [H.L.] 

Committed; the Committees to be, Committed. 
proposed by the Committee of Selection.| == ; bal 
| STREET URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 


ale | WATER BILL [4.1] 
LONDON UNITED ELECTRIC RAIL- | 


WAYS BILL [1.1] | Committed. 
Committed; the Committees to be} swaNsEA CORPORATION WATER 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. BILL [H.1. } 
Committed. 
MEDWAY AND§THAMES CANAL 
. BILL{H.L.] | LIVERPOOL GRAIN STORAGE AND 
Committed ; the {Committees to be) TRANSIT COMPANY BILL [1.1.] 
proposed by the Committee of Selection.| Read 2". 
MENAI BRIDGE URBAN DISTRICT | NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY 
COUNCIL BILL [#.1.] BILL [H.1.] 
Read 2°. 


* Committed; the Committees to be | 


: 3 on | 
proposed by the ‘ ommittee of Selection. | WATERFORD AND BISHOP FOY 
ENDOWED SCHOOLS BILL [H.1.] 
NORTH AND SOUTH SHIELDS 


ELECTRIC RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]) | Read 2* (according to order). 
Committed; the Committees to be | Serene 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SORT ee RAAT The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 


; , ee on iin | House that the following Papers having 
Committed ; the Committees to be | been commanded to be presented to this 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. | House by His Majesty, had been so pre- 
| sented on the following dates by delivery 
NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION | to the Clerk of the Parliaments, pursuant 
ene SE) 'to Order. of the House of the 17th 
Committed ; the Committees to be February, 1896, viz. : 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. | 1. Japan, No. 1. (1902)—Despatch 
Pm aha aia ial _... | to His Majesty’s Minister at T6kié, for- 
™ sient aaa ay | warding Agreement between Great 
: : | Britain and Japan, of 30th January, 
Committed; the Committees to be} j999 (February 11) ; 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. | 2. Dieting of Pauper a 
RHONDDA URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL | (a-) Report on dieting of pauper 
TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.] | lunatics in asylums and _ lunatic 
Committed ; the Committees to be | wards of poorhouses in Scotland ; 
proposed by the Committee of Selection.| (0.) Supplement to the Forty-third 
nnual Report of the General Board 
TYNE IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION | of Commissioners in Lunacy for 
BILL [H.1.] Scotland. (February 11) ; 
Committed ; the Committees to be) 3, Telegraph Money Orders (United 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. | Kingdom—Egypt)—Additional Articles 
'to the Money Order Agreement, dated 
WIGAN CORPORATION BILL [#.L.] | the 6th—15thof December, 1873, between 
Committed; the Committees to be/|the General Post Office of the United 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. | Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 


2T 2 
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and the General Post Office of Egypt. {| Department, in pursuance of section 7 
(February 11); | of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 

4. South Africa — Further corre- | prescribing a standard of ventilation for 
spondence relative to the treatment of | certain humid textile factories other than 
natives by the Boers. (February 12); | cotton cloth factories. 


5. Railway and Canal Traffic Acts, | 


1854-1894—Thirteenth Annual Report | SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

of the Railway and Canal Commission;} Treasury Minute, dated 5th February, 
with Appendix. (February 12.) /1902, declaring that Edward Wells, 
The same were ordered to lie on the | labourer, Royal Laboratory, War Office, 
Table. |was appointed without a civil service 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). | certificate through inadvertence on the 

Code of regulations for day schools, | part of the head of his department. 
1902. | Laid before the House [pursuant to 
ARMY. | Act], and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Return of all appointments during the | ethan 
last seven years to be military knights lait cia 
of Windsor. | PETITIONS. 
<a 


CABLE COMMUNICATIONS, PUBLIC HOUSES HOURS OF CLOSING 
First Report of the Inter-departmental | (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.L.] 

Committee on cable communications. | Petitions in favour of; of Annies- 

land Gospel Temperance Association ; 

MINES AND QUARRIES (GENERAL RE- Temperance Committee of Scottish 

PART IY COLONIAL AND FOREIGN | Congregational Union; Trinity United 

STATISTICS). | Free Church Gospel Temperance Society ; 

Shawlands Hall Band of Hope; and 

persons signing (3); read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table 


Statistics relating to persons employed, | 
output, and accidents, at mines and) 
quarries in the British Colonies and in 
foreign countetes. PUBLIC HOUSES HOURS OF CLOSING 

ar Fees IN FORERGN | (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.1.] 

R { (BRITIS “IRMS IN FOREIGN | — . : 
nC RE COUNTRIES). | Petition against ; of Edinburgh and 

Memorandum respecting the position | se oa ll Pilon -ag ere 
of industrial and commercial establish- |" * ee ee 
ments owned or managed by British | 
subjects or companies in foreign); ANGLO-JAPANESE AGREEMENT. 
siaitaceuade | Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I have 

r SERIES. cal | quess opposite of my intention to ask a 

No. 573. Supplementary Report on | sag ae pa gga 4 of large we gates 
chemical instruction and chemical in-|*° *2¢ country. e have had — 
PROT” | the last few days some very important 

Presented [by Command], and ordered | Papers presented to us with regard to 
Adie dete Tall. . |an Agreement or Treaty between His 
re | Majesty’s Government and Japan. | 
COMMITTALS (IRELAND). | notice that in another place the Govern- 
ment have a good many Questions 
addressed to them on the subject, and I 
think it is only right that your Lord- 
ships’ House should have some informa- 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT, 1901 | ion about the matter. I desire at onee 

(VENTILATION OF HUMID TEXTILE | to say that I address the noble Marquess 
FACTORIES OTH ER THAN COTTON | without the slightest desire to throw any 
CLOTH FACTORIES). | doubt as to the importance of Japan, or 

Order, dated 4th February, 1902, made/of our relations with that country. | 

by the Secretary of State for the Home| happen to be exceedingly friendly with 


Returns from the clerks of the Crown | 
and peace of the number of persons 
committed for trial, 1901. 
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Japan, owing to certain circumstances | this to ask for explanation, for I think 
when I had the privilege of being there, | the country will desire to be more fully 
and I have the highest opinion of the | informed on this and other parts, of this 
capabilities and power of the country, | important Agreement before theyentirely 
and I desire this nation to be on the| endorse the policy of His Majesty’s 
most friendly terms possible with it. At Government. The only other point I 
the same time, it isa question of very | will now refer to, and I will not enter 
great importance ; and it strikes me we upon it at length in this preface to my 
ought to have very good reasons, strong | Question—but I should also like to know 
reasons, why we should depart from! whether the noble Marquess will be pre- 
what has been, certainly of late years, | pared to put on the Table of the House 
the policy of this country—namely, that | further Papers explaining and elucidat- 
of avoiding what are called offensive | ing this Agreement. No doubt there 
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and defensive alliances. I am not going | 
into that question; I am not going 
to pronounce in any way myself against | 
alliances of this sort ; but I feel strongly | 
that we should not enter into such 
alliances unless there are very strong 
and urgent reasons for doing so. Now, 
Tam not aware that in anything which 
has been said, even in the very lucid and | 
able despatch of the noble Marquess | 
which has been laid on the Table, any- | 
thing has been said to prove why it is so | 
essentially necessary to do this with re- 
gard to Japan. I fully share what has 
been so well said by the noble Marquess | 
as to the identity of our interests in| 
the East with those of Japan. I do not | 
think this could have been expressed in| 
better terms than those used in one | 
paragraph of the noble Marquess’ des- 
patch. At the same time, it may in-| 
volve very serious considerations for this 
country, not only in regard to other 
countries, but very largely with regard 
to ourselves in the future. 

Upon one point particularly I wish to 
ask for explanation. It is this. As I) 
understand the Agreement, it is that, in | 
the case of one Power being hostile and 
attacking the interests of Japan, we | 
are bound to neutrality, but if more 
than one Power should do the same) 
thing, then we are bound, so far as I 
understand, to take an active part in co- | 
operating, even in war, with Japan. | 
That requires some explanation, for I do 
notat once see the distinction between 
the two cases. The one Power may be 
a very powerful one, more powerful 
than two or three others. Is it on) 
account of the ability of Japan to repel | 
the attack from one Power, rather than | 


must have been communications with 
other Powers interested in this question, 
who probably would enter into agree- 
ment—for instance, the United States of 
America—and, of course, there are other 
Powers deeply interested. I will say no 
more at the present time, but merely 
ask the Question I have sent to my 
noble friend—to call attention to the 
Agreement, or Treaty, recently made 
between His Majesty’s Government and 
Japan, and to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs for an ex- 
planation on certain parts of the Agree- 
ment, and to ask whether he will lay 
on the Table further Papers in relation 
to this subject. 


* Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LaNspowNE): My Lords, I will at once 
answer the Question with which the 
statement of the noble Earl concluded 
when he asked whether I would lay on the 
Table Papers relating to this Agreement 
other than those already in your Lordships’ 
hands. The answer to that Question is 
in the negative. The Agreement speaks 
for itself, and I do not know that it 
greatly needed even the short explanatory 
despatch which accompanied it and forms 
part of the Papers your lordships have 
already seen. I do not think the noble 
Earl would be entitled to ask from us 
information—documentary information— 
as to negotiations between this country 
and Japan which led to the conclusion of 
this Agreement. These communications 
must obviously have been of a preliminary 
and most confidential character ; and [ 
do not think it would be in accordance 
with sound tradition to lay Papers of 
that kind on the Table of the House. 





the justice of the cause, which is to|The noble Earl has an idea, as I 
make us take an active or a neutral | gather from his remarks, that we have in 
part in the matter? I only allude to | our possession Papers showing that 
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communications have passed between His 
Majesty’s Government and other Govern- 
ments who, he supposes, might have been 
associated with us in this Agreement. 
Thereare no such Papers. Imay say at once 
that, in our view, this compact is one 
which concerns Great Britain and Japan 
in the first instance to an extent to which 
it concerns no other Power. I do not 
think it can be said for an instant that 
any other Power has interests in the Far 
East at all comparable to those of Great 
Britain and Japan; and therefore it is 
that this Agreement is made between this 
country and Japan alone. 
suggested that the matter was one of very 
great importance, and I do not differ 
from him in that view. He said in 
particular that it was of importance 
because it involves a new departure—a 
departure from the traditional policy 
of this country, which he said had 
until now been a policy of isolation. | I 
think it is true that in recent years inter- 
national agreements involving assistance 
on the part of this country to other 
Powers have been generally regarded with 
considerable suspicion and misgiving ; but 
i say frankly we are not going to be 
deterred by these considerations, or to 
admit for a moment that because 
this Agreement does involve a new 
departure it is therefore open to 
adverse criticism. 


Anglo-Japanese 


I do not think that any one can have | 


watched the recent course of events in 
different parts of the world without 
realising that many of the arguments 
which a generation ago might have been 
adduced in support of a policy of isolation 
have ceased to be entitled to the same 
consideration now. What do we see on 
all sides? We observe a tendency on the 
part of the great Powers to form groups. 
We observe a tendency to ever- 
increasing naval and military armaments 
involving ever-increasing burdens upon the 
people for the defence of whose countries 
these armaments are accumulated. There 
is also this—that in these days war breaks 
out with a suddenness which was unknown 
in former days, when nations were not, as 
they are now, armed to the teeth and ready 
to enter on hostilities/at any moment. 
When we consider thése features of the 
international situation, we must surely 
feel that that country would indeed. be 
endowed with an extraordinary amount 
of what I might call self-sufficiency which 
took upon itself to say that it would accept, 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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without question, without reservation, the 
doctrine that all foreign alliances were to 
be avoided as: necessarily embarrassing 
and objectionable. Therefore I would 
entreat your Lordships to look at this 
matter .strictly on its merits, and not to 
allow your judgment to be swayed by 
any musty formulas or - old-fashioned 
superstitions as to the desirability of pur- 
suing a policy of isolation for this country. 
If considered on its merits, I venture to 
suggest that what you have to take into 


Agreement. 





The noble Earl | 


account in regard to an alliance of this 
| kind is, first, whether the ally is a desir- 
able ally, and in the next place whether 
| the objects of the alliance are commend- 
able, and last, but not least, whether the 
price you pay for the alliance is greater 
than you ought to pay. If these questions 
can be satisfactorily answered, then I say 
| the alliance is not a bad thing for the 
| country, but, on the contrary, is a good 
| thing; for prima facie if there be no counter- 
| vailing objections, the country which has 
| the good fortune to possess allies ‘is more 
| to be envied than the country which is 
| without them,J will not take up the time 
_of the House‘to show that as anally Japan 
is desirable. I'well remember that in one 
of our debates last year the noble Earl 
' himself referred in the warmest terms to 
| Japan, and I am sure he will not withdraw 
/a word of what he said on that occasion. 
| He said— 
/o« Japan is a Power of great commercial and 
| political influence. It has’a strong Army and 
an even stronger Navy. I do not, of course, 
| say that we should have an offensive and de- 
| fensive alliance with Japan if we have no such 





| great importance to this country that we 
|should have. thoroughly good and cordial 
| relations with Japan.” 


| 
| Eart SPENCER: Hear, hear! 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 


|'Those words, I think, will be generally. 


| accepted as an indication of the, feeling 


of the House. Then as to the objects 
|of the alliance. They are stated very 
clearly on the face of the Agreement. 
|They are, in the first place, the 
maintenance of the status quo in the 
Far East; in the second place, they 
are the maintenance of that commercial 
policy which is for convenience 
usually described as the policy of the 
“open door”; and I think I may 
say that the third object of the Agree- 








ment is the maintenance of that which 





| alliance elsewhere, but I do say that it ‘is of’ 
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seems to me to b> a very valuable / Japan against what we conceive to be the 
interest to us indeed—the maintenance | greatest peril which might menace her 
ot _ i _ part of the world | and that would certainly be a coalition 
to which the Agreement applies. of other Powers. Japan has a strong 
These are not objects desired by this) Navy andastrong Army, and might very 
country alone. I believe I. shall be | fairly expect to hold her own in a single- 
correct when I say, speaking in general | handed encounter with any other Power ; 
8 per ec whole of _ great | but if oa were to be threatened with an 
owers with whom we have been in| attacklby morethan one Power she would 
constant communication in the last few | undoubtedly be in imminent peril ; and 
= " nas to ~ affairs of China, | it isin that imminent peril that we de- 
that all of these Powers have at one | sire to come to her succour. The Agree- 
time or another given their adhesion to | ment suggests many other topics; but 
the policy of the status quo and the | asthe noble Earl has not touched upon 
policy of equal commercial opportunities | them, I do not conceive that I am called 
tor all countries in the Far Kast. _ | upon to discuss them this evening. 
There is, therefore, nothing in this; Your Lordships have only had a few 
Agreement that does violence to the hours in which to consider the question ; 
policy which has been accepted by the | but I express my confident hope that the 
other great Powers. Then is it the case | more you consider it, the more you will 
_ - “ paying an excessive price | realise that this Agreement is not one 
or this alliance? I understood the! which you need regard with any mis- 
noble Earl to say that he well under- | giving, but that it isan Agreement which 
stood our feelings towards Japan, but | will serve to uphold British interests, 
that he was unablé to understand why | the importance of which no one has ven- 
it was necessary to resort to an inter-| tured to dispute. On the other hand it 
national agreement of this description | will compel us in certain carefully defined 
in order to give effect to our policy. | circumstances to come to the rescue of a 
Well, my Lords, I venture to say that if | friendly country,the obliteration of which, 
it is indeed our policy to support by a coalition of Powers, we could not in 
Japan, to protect Japan against the | any circumstances tolerate. It is an 
danger of a coalition of other Powers, | Agreement which will make for the 
I do not think we can avow it too maintenance of the peace of the world, 
frankly cr too distinctly; and, to my | and should that peace unfortunately be 
mind, there is a much greater danger in | broken, its effect will be to restrict the 
leaving important questions of inter-/ area within which hostilities are likely 
national policy of this kind to vague and | to take place. 
hazy understandings than there is in 


embodying them explicitly in an Agree- 

ment, the purport of which cannot pos- THe Ear or ROSEBERY: My 

sibly be misunderstood by those con- Lords, I fully echo the opinion expressed 
by the noble Marquess in his concluding 


cerned. The noble Earl asked us a ee: é 3 
question, the answer to which seemed to remarks that this is not a time at which 
we can take a clear, definite, or conclusive 


me to bean obvious one. Hesaid, ‘“ Why | ~. : 
under this Agreement do you undertake | Vie¥ of this Agreement. We have not 
. . | had time to consider it in all its bearings 
= P pees Japan if she be attacked, in and they are far more alent than 
ne sm act . wa rigs es ena Te | have been expressed’ from either side of 
Sneeee Unaer the Agrosmiens, Dy OWS tke House to-night. Therefore, I only 
Powers, whereas you donot undertake to lrise for the purpose of asking Saei-or 
come to her assistance if she be attacked | three questions. Let me say at the out- 


by only one Power ? ‘set that my first impression, “ without 
prejudice,” if I may say so, is favourable 

Eart SPENCER: One very strong | to the treaty, and that so far as I can see 
Power. | we may congratulate the noble Marquess 
| and the Government upon it. I can only 

*TueE Marqusss oF LANSDOWNE: | express my surprise, as I have often said 
By a very strong Power. The answer to in the course of the last two or three 
that is obvious. We desire to: protect | years, that His Majesty’s Government 


| 
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have not thought fit, long before this, to | concerned, we have never doubted that 
enter into closer relations with Japan, in| Manchuria formed part of the Chinese 
view of the complications that have taken | Empire,Jand the reference to the terri- 
place in China; for we should then have | torial integrity of the Chinese Empire 
been saved from some of the disagreeable | which is contained in the treaty must, 
effects, and some even of the humiliation | therefore, be taken as referring to 
and vacillation, which have resulted from} Manchuria as well as to other parts of 
the want of such an understanding. On | the Chinese Empire. The noble Earl’s 
one point, however, let us be clear before | second question was whether the con- 


we attempt to make up our minds on this | clusion of this Agreement and the modi- 
treaty. It is not a treaty the effect of | 


- k ; . | fication of our intentions with regard 
se eg a A ae aca | to the fortification of Wei-Hai-Wei might 


| be considered as in any way connected 


A nglo-Japanese Agreement. 





the civilized world. That is why it is so | 


large and pregnant a departure. That is | 


why, I think, those of us who are deficient | 
in the information that is at the disposal | 


of His Majesty’s Government, and who | 
wish to weigh well their opinion before | 
they give effect to it, will do well to hold | 
their peace ‘with regard to this Agree- | 


with oneanother. I am not aware of any 
such connection; but the decision of His 


| Majesty’s Government with regard to 


both matters took place about the 
| same time, and I will not undertake to 
say that some of my colleagues may not 
have been, consciously or unconsciously, 
| influenced by the knowledge that both of 


ment. I want, however, to ask one or | 2 é 
two questions which arise in regard to it, | these events were impending. Then the 
in order to facilitate our understanding of | noble Earl made a criticism as to the lan- 
it. For example, the phrase “territorial | Suage of my despatch in the penultimate 
integrity of China”—does that compre- paragraph, and expressed his doubt 
hend Manchuria? The noble Marquess! Whether the Agreement could be pro- 
very rightly pointed out the advantage of | perly described as one in defence of 
having a clear and definite understanding | British interests. The expression “ British 
on points of this kind; and, as we know | interests” is a somewhat vague one; 
in the case of the Anglo-German Treaty, | but, of course, we throughout contend 
there was an ambiguity with regard to | that |the maintenance of the indepen- 
that which has led to some unfortunate | dence of China and the protection of 





conflict of view. 

The next question I want to ask is this 
—Has the change of policy of the Govern- 
ment with regard to Wei-Hai-Wei been in 
any way connected with the conclusion of 
this Agreement? If so, it might throw 
light on that somewhat mysterious pro- 
ceeding. The third point is this. I see 
that in the noble Marquess’s despatch he 
says the Agreement has been— 

‘* Concluded purely as a measure of precaution 


to be invoked, should occasion arise, in the 
defence of important British interests.” 


Should not this be— 
_ “In the defence of 
interests ?” 

I think if you let it go out that this Agree- 
ment is for the defence of purely British 
interests, that will not reconcile opinion 
in Japan to the treaty. I am quite 
sure that can only be a misprint, and, 
in view of its importance, I think it 
well to call attention to it. 


important 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
So far as His Majesty’s Government are 


Earl Rosebery. 


common 


}those regions in Korea which adjoin 
| Japan are of the utmost importance to 
_us as well as to Japan; and, therefore, 
‘although the expression is, perhaps, a 
/somewhat loose one, I am not pre 
pared to admit that it is inaccurate, I 
think moreover, although I cannot put 
| my finger onthe passage at this moment, 
that the noble Earl will find that else- 
| where in the despatch we refer to the 
| same interests as the common interests 
of the two Powers. 


| 
| 


THE EARL oF ROSEBERY: My objec- 
tion is not that it is a loose phrase, but 
rather that it is unduly tight. Will the 
noble Marquess consider the construction 


| of the sentence— 


| 

| “It has been concluded purely as a measure 
| of precaution to be invoked, should occasion 
| arise, in the defence of important British 
| interests.” 


| 

| That might give a false impression, 
| which can be avoided by the use of the 
| word “common.” 
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*THe Marquess of LANSDOWNE: | of their parishes. With regard to St. 
Even if there is an ambiguity in the | Olave’s, Hart-street, I understand that 
despatch, it is obvious that the | less than a year ago the Rev. A. Boyd- 
document which is the prevailing docu-| Carpenter, the present incumbent, in 
ment is the Agreement itself con-| answering the advertisement, expressed 
cluded between this country and Japan, | his willingness to live in the rectory 
and not my covering despatch. | house. Since then, however, the right 
rev. Prelate has excused him from his 

THE Eart oF ROSEBERY : But the/ residence there on the ground that 
noble Marquess must be able to describe | the house is insanitary. On the other 
his own treaty. hand, the excuse which is put forward 
. ; by the incumbent himself is that there 

Subsequently, just before the adjourn- | jg not sufficient accommodation for the 
ment of the House— servants. I am notan expert as to the 
? ____ | amount of accommodation that may be 

* THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE | necessary for the servants of a rector, but 
said: Lord Rosebery is no longer in the | I presume that is a defect that could easily 
House, but I desire to add one word of be remedied. With regard to St. 
explanation in regard to a passage in | Nicholas Cole Abbey, it is true that the 
my despatch covering the Japanese} incumbent lives within a very short 
Agreement to which the noble Earl called | distance of the parish, but I think we 
your Lordships’ attention. The noble) have ajright to know, in this case, as 
Earl took exception to my having stated | well as in that of St. Olave, what is 
that the agreement had been “ concluded | being done with the rent derived from 
purely as a measure of precaution to be/ the letting of the rectory houses. The 
invoked, should occasion arise, in the} parish of St. Vedast has a rectory 
defence of important British interests.” | house in Finsbury Square which was 
But in the immediately following | specially built in 1885 for that purpose, 


5 : 
sentences occur these words :— | but is now let for offices. When the 


‘On the contrary, that part of it which | time comes to renew the licences, I hope 
renders either of the ats contracting parties | that the right rev. Prelate will give 


liable to be called upon by the other for assist- | . . : 

ance can operate only when one of the allies has | special attention to these cases, and not, 
found himself obliged to go to war in defence of | without: further examination, allow the 
interests which are common to both,” &c. | licences permitting these clergymen to 
I suggest to your Lordships that these | live outside their parishes to be renewed. 
words are qualifications of the preceding | I conclude by inviting an expression of 
sentence, and make the meaning of the | opinion from the right Rev. Prelate that 
despatch clear. ‘it is not desirable that the clergy should 

live outside their parishes. 





RECTORS OF CITY PARISHES. 

Eart BEAUCHAMP: My Lords, I) Tue LORD BISHOP or LONDON: 
beg to ask the Lord Bishop of London | My Lords, before answering this Ques- 
if he has sanctioned the arrangements by ' tion, I desire to thank the noble Earl for 
which the rectors of St. Olave, of St.{so courteously consulting my [conveni- 
Nicholas Cole Abbey, and of St. Vedast, | ence as to the time on which he should 
live outside their respective parishes,| ask it; but, at the same time, I] am 
and whether he will state to the House | told, by those who best know the 
the reasons for his decisions, In putting | traditions and customs of this House, to 
this Question I do not propose to detain | make it clear that 1 answer it rather as 
you at any length, because in « House | a favour which it is a pleasure to me to 
chiefly composed of landlords it will be| confer, than a right which can be 
unnecessary to expatiate on the evils of | demanded as a matter of course. It is 
absenteeism. I should be satisfied if I thought that, if'any Member of your: 
could obtain an assurance that the right | Lordships’ House could ask a Bishop any 
rev. Prelate does not intend to reverse | question relating to the administration 
the policy of his. predecessors and to | of his diocese and demand an answer, it 
encourage the clergy of the City of | would become an undue burden upon 
London to live outside the boundaries | the Bishops, would not, of necessity, be 
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for the public advantage, and would{the wish of the new rector of St. 
certainly be, as I fear it will prove to be| Olave to live in the parish, and, if 
this afternoon, somewhat wearying to | possible, in the former rectory. The 
your Lordships. But with this proviso, | question put to him by the Trustees 
it is a pleasure to give as full and as| was— 

satisfactory an answer as possible to the; « Are you willing, if appointed (as far as you 


noble Earl’s Question. As to the first 
part of his Question— 


‘Did I sanction the arrangements by which 
the rectors of St. Olave, of St. Nicholas Cole 


Abbey, and of St. Vedast, live outside their | 


respective parishes ?” 


the answer is slightly different with 
regard to each of the three churches. 
With regard to the first, I sanctioned 
the arrangement on my own responsi- 


bility, and so strongly do I feel on the | 
importance, as a rule, of vicars and | 


rectors living in their parishes that this 
is the only case of non-residence which 
I have sanctioned in the whole diocese of 
560 parishes since I have been Bishop of 
London. With regard to St. Vedast, I 
redeemed formally a promise already 
informally given by my predecessor ; 
and in the case of St. Nicholas Cole 


Abbey the arrangements were fully | 


made before I became Bishop, though I 
may say that they have my full approval. 
The second part of the Question is, 


whether I will state to the House the | 


reasons for my decisions. It is clear 


that I can only do so in full with) 


regard to the first church—St. Olave, 
Hart Street; and with regard to the 


other two, I can only state the possible | 
grounds which guided my predecessor | 
I will take first the) 


in his decision. 
ease of St. Olave. Your Lordships 
must remember that it is very difficult 
to provide freehold houses as residences 
for the clergy in the City. The ground 
has become enormously valuable, and is 
continually increasing in value. And, 
again, the streets are very narrow and 
the warehouses very lofty, so that some 
of the existing houses have become 
untenable. As a matter of fact, not 


| lawfully may), to come under compact with . 


| the trustees to reside in the rectory house, or 
| elsewhere in the parish, or near there, to the 
| satisfaction of the Trustees for the time 
| being ?” 

It was to this choice of reasonable 
|alternatives that he pledged himself. 
'The doubts respecting the possibility 
|of the former rectory house as a 
| residence arose out of the fact that 
‘the late rector, Dr. Povah, had been 
obliged to leave it 20 years ago as 
unfit, and it had been since used as a 
place of business. The late caretaker 
_also suffered in health from living 
there. Dr. Povah, who was much be- 
loved and esteemed by his parishioners, 
lived as far off as South Kensington, 
and there was never the slightest 
whisper of neglect of duties. He was 
an exemplary parish priest, and was 
also Rural Dean of the East City. 
The new rector had the house sur- 
veyed, as he wished, if possible, to live 
there. The report was wholly un- 
favourable. Among other 
statements, the architects said that— 


| «The basement — the only place for the 
servants—is very dark and low, and contains 
| only a small kitchen and scullery, lighted by a 
grid above the pavement, and without any 
area to prevent the soil being in direct contact 
with the external wall.” 
And again— 
‘*We consider that the house labours under 

many disadvantages for residential purposes. 
| The aspect of the principal rooms is due north 

and very cheerless; and, from the tower of 

other buildings being so near to the back of 
| the house, very few rays of sun reach the 
| rectory. The domestic accommodation is wholly 
| inadequate.. The only room for servants isa 

small low basement kitchen, without any pan- 
| try, proper larder, or other offices. The only 
| bedrooms for servants are two lofts, unventi- 
| lated, ill-lighted, and only suitable for box- 
| rooms.” 


adverse: 





more than about 20,000 persons sleep| Under these circumstances the’ best 
in the 53 parishes of the City of London, | scheme seemed to be to dispose of the 
and: they are chiefly caretakers andj rectory, and secure, if possible, some 
the young men and women of the fitting residence in or near the parish. 
warehouses. The caretakers generally | But the area of the parish is so exceed- 
sleep at the top of the warehouses, | ingly minute, and it is so difficult to ob- 
with plenty of light and air. As a) tain: sites in the City, that this would 
rule, the City presents few opportunities | necessarily mean time. The College of 
for residential houses. It was, however, | St. Mary Magdalene, Cambridge, was 


The Lord Bishop of London. 
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for many years looking for a site for a| Bloomsbury, where he has done admir- 
residence for the neighbouring parish of | able work, and has an enthusiastic con- 
St. Katharine Cree. It was obtained at | gregation. He is in the prime of life 
last, not in that parish but in the| and energy. He is living close to his 
Minories. Some of the most active of the | people, and his are the last hands in 
City clergy live in Finsbury Square, and | which their spiritual interests would be 
others in Trinity Square. Many are| likely to suffer. 
compelled to live away, and come in| I'pass on to the case of St: Nicholas, 
daily for the work of their parishes, like|Cole Abbey. This is a ve.y minute 
the million of business-men who come | parish, with 300’ inhabitants, chiefly 
into the City every day and sleep else-| caretakers and ‘persons living in‘ ware- 
where. When these facts are’ made}houses néar’ Quéen Victoria Street. 
known all parties interested in St.|Somé- 30 years ago the’ Dean and 
Olave and its welfare expressed their | Chapter of St. Paul’s built a rectory- 
approval of the plan. , house on the only available ground. The 
Such were the circumstances under’ house: is very dark, ‘and has been pro- 
which the rector was reluctantly com-| nounced unhealthy. The’ late rector, 
pelled for the present to-abandon his| Mr. Shuttleworth, lived here, and died 
wish to reside in the rectory-house, and | prematurely of -blood . poisoning. Tt is 
to place himself, much to his own incon- | impossible to say where the disease was 
venience, in a flat in Southampton Row: | contracted, but there is no doubt that 
That flat, however, is close to one of} his constitution’ was impaired by the 
the stations of the Tube Railway, from | want of light and air at the rectory. The 
which it only takes six minutes to reach | present rector, the Rev: C. N. Kelly. for 
the bank station; and from the bank! many years Minor Canon of St. Paul’s, 
station it is only a walk of six minutes|is only technically - non-resident. He 
toSt. Olave’s. The great majority of the | does not live in the little parish, but he 
clergy of the Church of England do not | occupies‘a house not 500 yards from his 
reach the whole of their parishioners so, church. The Dean and Chapter of St. 
easily. That the parish is being fitly and Paul’s, in their great regret for the death 
earnestly worked will be apparent from | of Mr. Shuttleworth, and recognising 
the following facts. Besides visiting his| that the rectory-house was unhealthy, 
360 people frequently, the rector has | begged Mr. Kelly to continue occupying 
fixed hours when he can be seen at the| the house in Amen Court, in which he 
church; he has made arrangements by | lived as Minor. Canon. They also ap- 
which he can be summoned in case! pointed him hon. Minor Canon, and he 
of need by any of his parishioners at any | frequently takes part in the services of 
hour of the day or night ; he ‘has started St. Paul’s Cathedral. The arrangement 
a club for men, and a lending library, | for his residence had the full sanction of 
and has been making efforts to secure|the late Bishop Creighton. The un- 
a room’ for a mothers’ meeting and | healthy rectory-house is let for business 
other parochial work. ‘The late Dr. | purposes and enables Mr. Kelly to pay 
Povah’s curate did not live in the| his rent. Mr. Kelly isa most zealous 
ne as was alleged, but at Clapham. | and conscientious clergyman, and carries 
efore he took a single step to find | on all the late Mr. Shuttleworth’s admir- 
a residence outside the parish, the| able social and religious work. His: 
rector not only made’ sear¢h within | church is one of the most popular in the: 
it but asked the trustees’ to meet | City of London, and, though it has more 
him, and laid all the facts before seats than there are souls in the parish, 
them, leaving himself entirely in their:| it attracts many’ worshippers. 
hands. ‘The Rev. Archibald’ Boyd-Car-| St. Vedast is another very minute 
penter is a clergyman as to the integrity | parish, with not more than 50 inhabit- 
of whose motives and the’ sincerity of | ants, who are, as in most other city 
Whose conduct your Lordships need not | parishes, caretakers and persons living 
have the smallest suspicion. He is the|in warehouses. The population has 
worthy brother of a very eminent prelate. | greatly decreased of late years in the 
He has for 14 years held with great | four little united parishes which St. 
credit the important parish of St. George, | Vedast represents. The rectory-house is. 
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No. 17, Finsbury Square. It was built | 
in 1885 on the union with St. Matthew’s, 
Friday Street, by Queen Anne's, 
Bounty, but has proved unsuitable. | 
The late Dr. Sparrow Simpson, 
formerly Minor Canon and Librarian of | 
St. Paul’s Cathedral, who held the parish | 
for 40 years (since 1857), having his | 
own house in Amen Court, let it for 
offices at £150 a year. Dr. Simpson | 
lived in Amen Court with the full, 
approval of Bishop Tait, Bishop Jackson, 
and Bishop Temple. The church was a 
great favourite all through Dr. Simpson’s 
time, and attracted many worshippers 
from beyond the parish. No parish | 
priest was ever more conscientious than 
Dr. Simpson. His successor was Pre- 
bendary Harry Jones, known for his 
work at St. Luke’s, Berwick Street, and 
St. George’s-in-the-East. He lived at 
his own house, York Gate, Regent’s 
Park, on the Metropolitan Railway, and 
could reach his parish in less than half- | 
an-hour, But there is almost absolutely | 
nothing todo there. The church is too | 
far hidden away in narrow lanes for | 
midday services, and it is within a 
stone’s throw of two very popular | 
churches—St. Botolph, Aldersgate, and 
St. Mary-le-Bone, Cheapside. If any of | 
the 50 parishioners were suddenly | 
taken ill the rector would immediately 
be sent for; and, meantime, the rector | 
of Christ Church, Newgate Street, the 
Rev. KE. H. Pearce, a young, active, 
and willing parish priest, who lives a/| 
few yards off in a convenient rectory 
house in King Edward Street, would 
act for him. The present rector of 
St. Vedast, Prebendary Snowden, was 
appointed by the late Bishop Creighton, 
aiter a long and useful career, as Vicar 
of Hammersmith and Rural Dean of 
Fulham. He built a magnificent Parish 
Church for Hammersmith, and is an 
earnest and faithful worker of the 
highest character. Finding the house in 
Finsbury Square let for offices, he 
received Bishop Creighton’s permission 
to live at Carlton Hill, Putney, reaching 
the City either by the South-Western or 
the District Railway. It would be better 
if he could live nearer, but it is always 
exceedingly difficult to get a suitable: 
residence near the City, where the ware- 
houses are encroaching every year more 
and more on the dwelling-houses. In 


The Lord Bishop of London. 


South African 


{LORDS} 


prisoners, 
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the case of such an empty parish as St. 
Vedast, access is of more importance 
than residence in the limits. Indeed, if 
your Lordships would walk down Foster 
Lane and Wood Street, out of Cheapside, 
you would see how absolutely impossible 
residence would be. The noble Earl may 
rest assured that the interest of no single 
soul is prejudiced by the fact that the 
rector is compelled to live a short rail- 
way journey’s distance from his church. 
His whole record proves him a man of 
earnest and;conscientious zeal. The 


'City parishes are, to a great extent, an 


anomaly, and they, cannot be bound 


by ordinary rules. They are neces- 
sarily attended by anomalies, which 
one may regret but cannot help. 


I may add, in conclusion, that 
every year the incomes of the City 
livings are being distributed among poor 
parishes in East London and in the 
growing suburbs; and St. Olave, Hart 
Street, is alone contributing a large 
annual income to three poor parishes. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—STATISTICAL 
RETURN OF BOER PRISONERS. 

Viscount FRANKFORT DE MONT- 
MORENCY: My Lords, I think such a 
Return as I am asking for is necessary 
in order to arrive at a conclusion as to 
the t'me South Africa will take to settle 
down after the last shot has been fired. 
Some people consider that that will take 
a long time, but the period greatly 
depends on the number of burgher 
prisoners and the manner in which they 
are sent back to South Africa. I think 
that if the Government supplied the in- 
formation asked for in the Return, it 
would show that the number of prisoners 
would not disturb the tranquillity of 
South Africa when they revurned and 
settled down. I presume that the 
foreigners would be sent back to their 
respective countries as ‘‘ undesirables.” 

Moved, that an humble Address be pre- 
sented to His Majesty for a Return of all 
Boer prisoners in our hands from the 
commencement. of the war to 3lst 
January, 1902, showing— 

1. The number of Transvaal and 
Orange Free State burghers; (2) the 
pumber of Cape Colony and Natal rebels 
who were serving in the Boer army; 
(3) the number of foreigners. now 
who were living in the 
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Transvaal and Orange 
previous to the war; (4) the nymber 
of foreigners, now prisoners, who have 
joined the Boer army during the war 
from Europe or elsewhere.—(Viscount 
Frankfort de Montmorency.) 


*Toe UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Lord RaGLan): My Lords, 
our latest Return is dated the 18th of 
last January. It stated that the grand 


total of prisoners of war, including those | 


who had died and those released on | 
| the war, and also because several members 


parole, was 28,033. The number now 


approaches 29,000. 


is not at present available. 
being taken by the Colonial Authorities 
to obtain, as far as possible, detailed 
part culars with regard to all prisoners 
of war. But, at any rate, it is not 
likely that this information will be 


afraid we can give no information as to 


when it will be laid before Parliament. | 
There is great difficulty in collecting | 


statistics, because a large number of the 
prisoners are unwilling to give the 
requisite information. 


MORENCY: After the statement of 
the noble Lord I beg to withdraw the 
Motion. 


Motion (by leave of the House) with- 
drawn. 


Remounts—Yeomanry Committee’s Re- 

port—New Inquiry. 

*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
rise to call attention to the Report of the 
Committee on Horse Purchase in Austro- 
Hungary ; 


inquiry, they will order inquiries to be 


held into the circumstances attendant on | 4 . eae : 
| Colonel St. Quintin, saying he has found 


|a man to provide horses from Hungary 


the purchase of horses in other parts of 
the world and in the United Kingdon, for 


remounts for British troops in South | 


I am very sensible that a good | May b 
| Quintin. 


Africa. 
deal of the freshness and interest of this 
Report has vanished, for it has already | 
been the subject of a twice-told tale in the 
other House, and has been discussed in | 


{13 FEBRUARY 1902} 
Free State | 


The detailed in- f, the Yeomanry Committee, are 
formation which the noble Lord asks for | #ected also, hold seats in your Lordships 


Steps are | 


| are very simple. 


|Hungary. This 


| employment ; 


and to ask His Majesty’s | : ; 
Government whether, in pursuance of the | travelling showman in the Haymarket, 


course adopted with respect to that | Leesa 
: P P | St. Quintin. 
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the subject has not been brought up 
earlier. Still, I think the Repost is one 
of great importance. It contains dis- 
closures which I do not think should be 
allowed to pass absolutely without com- 
ment in this Chamber, especially as the 
facts to which it alludes occurred at a time 
when a Member of your Lordships’ House 
—the noble Marquess opposite (the 
Marquess of Lansdowne)—was in eharge 


New Inquiry. 


| of the War Office, and, therefore, directly 


responsible for sll the arrangements made 
for the supply of horses before and after 


who are 


House. 

The facts disclosed by this Report 
There have been alto- 
23,956 horses obtained from 
Report refers to 
16,146 of them, of which 3,800 were 


gether 


: | hased through the Yeomanry Com- 
completed for some time, and I mie ie les page nae 


mittee and 12,346 by the War Office direct, 
leaving 7,810 horses from Hungary of 
which no mention is made in this Report. 
I should like to ask at what price and 
from whom these 7,810 horses were 
obtained—whether they were purchased 


_by the War Office directly or through 
Viscount FRANKFORT DE MONT. | 


the agency of Mr. Hauser. The facts 
with regard to the purchase of the 3,800 
horses by the Imperial Yeomanry Com- 
mittee are very striking. Colonel St. 


| Quintin’gives a provisional contract for 


1,000 cobs at £35 a-piece toone Ranucci, 
soon after Captain Hartigan, an old 
Army veterinary surgeon who left the 
service in 1881, calls on him asking for 
he says he has none to 
give, but enters into a conversation 
about his want of Hungarian horses. 


| Hartigan leaves the office, meets one 


Lewison, a Newmarket trainer and ex- 


tells him of his interview with Colonel 
Lewison says he can supply 


Hungarian horses. Hartigan returns to 


who knows all about that country. You 
may bring him to me, says Colonel St. 
Hartigan strikes a bargain 
with Lewison that he is to receive 24 
per cent. commission on ail receipts of 
| Lewison’s fromthe Yeomanry Committee, 


all the newspapers in the country; but it | and brings Lewison to Colonel St. 


is not my fault, but the fault of the brief | 


Quintin. “Colonel St. Quintin eventu- 


and intermittent sittings of the House that ally arranges with Lewison fer 1,500 
g' | y g' 
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cobs at £33 16s. 8d., stipulating that 
Lewison must settle with Ranucci. 
Lewison buys out Ranucci for £7,000 
then makes a sub-contract with a Mr. 
Hauser to supply the horses at £22 a- 
piece, later a further contract is given to 
Lewison for 2,300 cobs at £26 a-piece. The 
result of the whole transaction is that out 


of some £111,000 paid by the Committee | 
for these horses, nearly £45,000 clear | 


profit went into the pockets of four 
gentlemen—£20,000 to Mr. 
£15,000 to Mr. Lewison, £7,000 to Mr. 


Ranucci, and £2,700 to Captain Hartigan. | 
The official defence is that it is all the | 
fault of the Yeomanry Committee, and | 


on them the blame must rest. Well, 
my Lords, I must say that I think it 
is rather a shabby defence. 
have thought that the War Office 


would have accepted the responsibility, | 


considering that, at a time of stress, 
when it could not carry out the work 
itself, it handed it over to others to do 
it for them. But, apart from that, it 
is clear that the War Office was 
imp'icated—deeply implicated—in the 
original contract made by the Imperial 
Yeomanry Committee, and that, more- 
over, by its subsequent contracts 
entered into direct with Mr. Hauser, it 
—to use a Scottish expression—homo- 
logated the action of the Yeomanry 
Committee with regard to the first 
contracts. 


Let us take the first point. The 
Imperial Yeomanry Committee was 
appointed by an Army Order on 


January 2nd, 1900, and, so far as I 
am able to understand, in the first 
instance the idea was that the purchase 
of horses would be carried out to a 
large extent by a Member of your 
Lordships’ House—by the Earl of 
Lonsdale, than whom I do not suppose 
any man has bought more horses or 
is a better judge of horses. It would be 
interesting to know why the noble 
Earl disappeared from the scene and | 
did not continue buying horses for | 
the Imperial Yeomanry. What eventu- | 
ally happened was that Colonel St. | 
Quintin was appointed by the Yeomanry | 
Committee to do this part of their work. | 
In my opinion, that was a very reason- | 
able appointment. Colonel St. Quintin | 
had served for many years in the 10th | 
Hussars, had commanded the 8th | 


Lerd Tweedmouth. 
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Hauser, | 


I should | 
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| Hussars, and had been at the head of a 
;Government Remount establishment. 
|What was Colonel St. Quintin’s first 
,action when he entered upon his new 
|duty? The first step he took was to go 
straight to the Inspector General of 
Remounts at the War Office, and con- 
sult him.as to where he could get horses. 
He says in evidence— 

‘*General Truman asked me not to touch 
the Argentine, or America, or Australia. He 
was buying all over the world, and also buying 
all over England. England and Ireland were 
oceans, exhausted. Therefore I went to 

ungary.” 


New Inquiry. 


It is clear that General Truman excluded 
him from any other place, and drove him to 
Hungary as the only country left. Colonel 
St. Quintin also consulted Colonel Tollner, 
who was in the Remount Department 
| under General Truman. Colonel Tollner 
was able to give his experience of Hun- 
| garian horses in the past, and he said they 
| were apt to suffer from fever in the feet. 
Curiously enough, he also told Colonel 
St. Quintin that the price he ought to pay 
for horses in Hungary was £35. In his 
evidence Colonel St. Quintin said— 

“TI was told by Colonel Tollner that the price 
paid by the Austrian Government was £35, and 
that that was the price I ought to pay.” 

So that not only did Colonel St. Quintin 
receive advice to go to Hungary, but he 
had named to him by the Remount 


| Department of the War Office the price 


it was proper fo. him to pay for 
the horses. Even there Colonel St. 
Quintin did not drop his precautions. 
He thought it wise to telegraph to 
Colonel Wardrop, our Military Attaché 
at Vienna. But here comes in Colonel 
St. Quintin’s mistake, for the telegram, 
either through his neglect or that of his 
subordinate, was not signed. However, 
Colonel Wardrop was struck by the 
telegram, and took it to our Ambassa- 
dor at Vienna, through whom he sent 
an answer stating how many horses he 
could get and the price. That telegram 
was sent to the Foreign Office. The 
Foreign Office sent it to the War Office, 
who forwarded it to the Remount De- 
partment, and in spite of the fact that 
Colonel St. Quintin had had these con- 
versations with General Truman and 
Colonel Tollner, it was allowed to remain 
in the Remount Department and was 
never sent on to the Yeomanry Com- 
mittee. 
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I think what I have stated proves that | 
the Remount Department were largely | 
implicated in the initiation of these. 
contracts by Colonel St. Quintin. The. 
3,800 horses were purchased in the} 
months of January, February, and | 
March 1900, when the business in | 
Hungary of tae Yeomanry Committee 
came toanend. But immediately after- | 
wards the Remount Department of the 


War Office came to the conclusion that 
‘they would themselves buy horses in | 


Hungary. One would have imagined | 
that even then they might have remem- | 
bered the telegram which had been | 
received through the Ambassador from | 
Colonel Wardrop, and might have con- | 
sulted our Military Attaché on the | 
subject. In the meantime, many other | 
offers of horses had been made, both to | 
the Yeomanry Committee and to the 
War Office direct from other persons in | 
Hungary; and I myself have in my | 
possession a formal offer by one set of | 
gentlemen to supply 20,000 horses at 
£20 apiece at this very time. But, so| 
far as | understand, the Remount Depart- | 
ment made no further inquiries at all. 
They did not refer to the Military | 
Attaché and they took no action on the | 
other offers, but went direct and solely 
to the man who had been sent out by 
the Yeomanry Committee to examine the | 
horses and pass them—Colonel Maclean. 
Colonel Maclean said that Mr. Hauser, 
who had supplied these horses, was a 
very good and capable man, and so, 
without any further inquiry whatever, 
the War Office entered into contracts with 
Mr. Hauser for the supply of 2,000 | 
artillery horses at £35 each, 5,000 cavalry | 
horses at £30 each, and 5,346 cobs at 
£20 each. I think Colonel St. Quintin 
must have felt rather gratified that the 
person who had supplied him with horses | 
should have been taken over by the) 
Remount Department and given a con- | 
tract direct. 

It must be admitted that on the Com- | 
mittee whose Report is now before us | 
the War Office was extremely well | 
represented, for it had as a member Sir | 
Charles Welby, who had been private | 
secretary to two Secretaries of State, and | 
had been appointed an unpaid Assistant | 
Secretary to help the War Office at a | 
time of stress; it had upon it 
the brother-in-law of the Secretary of 
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State for War himself; and the private 
secretary to the Financial Secretary 
Lord Stanley, Mr. Ward, was also the sec- 
retary of the Committee. The substance 
of the Report must therefore have been 
well known to the War Office authorities, 
but no step whatever was taken in con- 
sequence of the facts disclosed in this 
Report, which was signed in August of 
last year, until after it had been pre- 
sented to Parliament 12 days or a fort- 
night ago, and had cfeated great ex- 
citement in the House of Commons. 
Surely, if the facts disclosed are true, 
and if the Government are justified in 
taking any action against any of the 
persons connected with these contracts, 
they ought to have taken it seven 
months ago. But the only person on 
whom the Government have fallen with 


New Inquiry. 


'a heavy hand is the sort of odd man of 


the situation, Captain Hartigan. It 
seems to me that Captain Hartigan’s 
part of the proceeding is the one least 
open to reprobation of all. He was the 
introducer of Mr. Lewison to Colonel 
St. Quintin, and Mr. Lewison gave him 


'a commission of 24 per cent. as a re- 


ward of the introduction, not on each 
of the horses he passed, but on the 
total amount received from the Govern- 
ment in payment of the contract. 
Captain Hartigan was not in the service 
of the Government. He went out to 
Hungary with Mr. Lewison in order to 
assist in examining the horses on Mr. 
Lewison’s behalf, for which he was paid 
two guineas a day and his expenses. 
Towards the end of the time—I suppose in 
the beginning of March—Captain Webb, 
who was examining veterinary surgeon 
under Colonel Maclean, was called back 
and had to goto South Africa. Colonel 
Maclean then suggested that it was not 
necessary to send another man out to 
examine the remnant of the horses, as 
Captain Hartigan was there and would 


'be able to do the work satisfactorily 


and well. Colonel Maclean knew exactly 
the relations that existed between Mr. 
Lewison and Captain Hartigan. When 
Captain Hartigan was approached on 
the subject, he explained what his rela- 
tions to Mr. Lewison were, and before 
he undertook the work of examining 
horses on behalf of Colonel Maclean he 
severed his connection with Mr. Lewison. 

It may be perfectly true that it was 
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not a very t 


Hartigan’s part to undertake this work, | well that Mr. 
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actful thing on Captain | As a matter of fact, we know 
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perfectly 
Hauser was an extremely 


New Inquiry. 


but surely if blame was attachable to | small man in Hungary. 


anybody it was to Colonel Maclean, who, | 
knowing the exact relationship existing | 
between these people, still recommended 


and chose Captain Hartigan to assist | 


him. I do think that the hand of 
punishment has fallen a 
heavily on Captain Hartigan, if what 
is displayed in this Report is the whole 
amount of his guilt. From curious side 
lights in the evidence, I rather suspect 
that the whole truth has not come out. 


There are references in the Report to, 


happy evenings spent at the hotel at 
Szabadka by Colonel Maclean, Captain 
Webb, Mr. Lewison, Captain Hartigan, 
and Mr. Hauser, who appear to have 
thoroughly enjoyed themselves together, 


drinking the best of champagne, and | 
brands of cigars | 
I do. 


not think that was a very satisfactory | 


smoking the finest 
largely at Mr. Hauser’s expense. 


state of affairs to be going on. It comes , 
out perfectly clear that when the pressure 
came for horses, the Remount Department 
neither had the knowledge where to get 
them, nor the power to get them; and, 
as usually happens in cases of emergency 
of that sort, they resorted to a dealer, 
and while the dealer sold well, the | 
Government and its representatives 
bought badly. Take the case of the cobs 
to begin with. I do not care whether 
you paid £33 each, as you did for the | 
first lot, £26 each for the second, or £20 | 
each for the third, in every case you paid 
a great deal more than they were worth. | 
The amount paid for them in the open 

market was from £8 to £12. Whether 
buying through the Yeomanry Committee 
or through the War Office, the price paid 
by the Government was infinitely too 

high, and an immense amount of money | 
ought to have been saved in that respect 
alone. I think the best proof of that is 
Colonel Wardrop’s description of the 
result of these purchases on Mr. Hauser 
himself. Colonel Wardrop was asked— 


“What sort of position does Mr. Hauser | 


hold in the horse-dealing world of Hungary ? 
Is ne one of the leading men?” 


and his answer was— 


“T do not think he was then, but he is now. 
Money commands position there, like every- 
thing else. They say that he has made 
enormous sums. That is his business. I do 
not blame him for that.” 


Lord Tweedmouth. 


little too|man, owing to 


‘to what the 


*Lorp RAGLAN: No, no. 
*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: And that 


‘he has now become an extremely big 
these Government 


contracts. 
*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 


| Where does the noble Lord get the 
evidence that Hauser was a small man ? 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: That is the 
| general drift of the evidence. I turn for 
_a moment to the question of the quality 
| of these cobs. It is a little difficult, of 
course, to obtain evidence on that 
point, but Lord Kitchener, speaking 
of some of the later purchases, 
described them as ‘“ flat - catchers. ” 
Mr. Lewison brought what he con- 
sidered four of the best of these cobs 
to England in the spring of 1900. 
Three of them have gone the way of 
all weak horseflesh, and have broken 


-down; the fourth is in the possession 
/of a friend of mine at Newmarket, and 


can be seen by any noble Lord who 
has the curiosity to inspect it. The 
strongest evidence I have to offer as 
horses were like is to be 
found in Colonel Wardrop’s description 
of them. I will read four questions 
which were asked, and the replies 
given by Colonel Wardrop— 


“ You saw a particular shipment of cobs leave 
Fiume, did you not ?—Yes. 

“Do you remember what ship it was ?—Yes, 
the ‘ Iona.’ 

**¥ou saw the cobs, I suppose, before they 
were put on board ?—Yes, I saw every one, 
and I looked at them fairly closely. 

‘“*Can you say what impression the lot, as 
a whole, made upon yeu ?—As a lot, I would 
say they were a nice lot of a sort, but my 
opinion is they were not of the right sort. I 
think, for the money, you could have got 
better horses—more adapted for the work they 

‘had todo. They were too light boned and too 
| light fetlocked. The majority of them, taking 
them all through, were more of the ladies’ class 
| of phaeton pony, than animals for a rough 
; country. Granted that they had the quality, 
| they were not, to my mind, the mounted 
| infantry stamp of cob.” 


I think we may take it that these 
| horses were by no means the best class 
| for army work to be found in Hungary. 
| The Austrian Government pay £28 for 
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their remounts, and it is not likely that 
the British Government could obtain 
for £8 to £10 animals up to the mark 
of cavalry remounts. I do not wish to 
go deeply into the question of transport, 
which is a matter of very great im- 
portance. I only wish to notice this 
fact, which seems to me rather curious, 
that in the case of these horses shipped 
from Fiume, the cost of transport was 
£26 3s. 4d., which, added tothe £33 16s. 8d. 
paid for the horses, brings the total to 
£60 per horse landed in South Africa, 
which rather looks as if the transport 
authorities and the horse contract 
authorities in Hungary were working 
together on similar lines. 

The point I wish to insist upon is 
this, that what has been shown to be 
the case with remounts in Austria- 
Hungary has existed largely throughout 
the world. Wherever the Government 
have gone to buy horses, similar facts 
could be elicited if a proper inquiry was 
instituted. Ido not mean to say that 
no good contracts have been entered 
into. I know, myself, of one by which 
650 excellent animals were procured 
from Australia and delivered per at Cape- 
town for £33 odd a-piece; but that is not 
what generally took place. It isa matter 
of notoriety that in America three or four 
young Englishmen, with good con- 
nections out there, have made a very 
profitable thing, indeed, of buying up 
horses throughout the States and passing 
them on, at highly advanced prices, to 
the British Government. A gentleman 
with a large business in Buenos Ayres 
told me only last night that the contracts 
made there are the subject of scandal 
and ridicule to the whole of the British 
Colony. He says it is a notorious fact 
that very high prices were paid by the 
Government, with the result that 
enormous profits were secured by those 
who sold ponies. ‘The manner in which 
the horses were inspected by the Govern- 
ment Inspectors was most curious. They 
were paraded in a circle, and those 
which were rejected at first were worked 
in again, and eventually passed. Then 
there is the notable case of Italy. Avery 
capable person got a contract for 1,000 
horses irom Italy at £35 a head. I 
believe that contract was carried out 
extremely well, but the contractor himself 
admitted that each horse he passed on | 
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to the British Government cost him 
under £20, so that he made a profit 
of £15 for every horse he supplied. In 
Ireland things have been found to be 
sufficiently scandalous for the War Office 
itself to start legal proceedings; while 
in every part of England men will be 
found who have made large profits from 
the selling of horses to the Government, 
and who have, in many cases, been able 
to retire from business in consequence. 
Facts like these form a good prima facie 
case for inquiry. The Government 
admit the justice of the demand, but 
say the inquiry they will give us is an 
inquiry into General Truman’s manage- 
ment of the Remount Department now, 
and into other things, at the end of the 
war. I venture to say that that 
will not be satisfactory, and I hope 
the subject will be reconsidered. We do 
not want merely to know the excel- 
lence or the badness of the manage- 
ment of General Truman. What we 
want to know is the capacity of the 
Remount Department itselt—whether it 
is properly equipped, properly informed, 
properly supplied with funds, and what 
is its knowledge of foreign and colonial 
markets. It is proposed to hold a 
military inquiry into General Truman’s 
management. What is a military in- 
quiry? [t is a very limited inquiry. 
The Court 1s composed of officers of 
the Army, who report to the person 
summoning the inquiry. The members 
are not able to give any verdict them- 
selves, but it is on their report that 
the verdict is given by the ofticer who 
has called the inquiry. I do not think 
that is very satisfactory. If what the 
man in the street true, then 
the inquiry in this particular case is an 
extremely improper one. It is said that 
General Truman has been asked to 
retire, and that he has done so under 
protest. If that rumour is true, what 
is the effect of referring the action of 
General Truman to a military inquiry ? 
It is this. The Commander-in-Chief, 
who has considered that General Truman’s 
action has been such that he is warranted 
in calling upon him to retire, summons 
an inquiry into the General’s action. 
He directs the exact points to which the 
inquiry is to be limited, and then, when 
the Court presents its report, he has to 
give a verdict on the officer’s conduct 


2U 


says is 
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by the light of the inquiry, having 
already condemned him by requiring 
him to retire. If this rumour has 
truth in it, then I say that by such 
an inquiry a considerable injustice would 
be done tothe Court, to the Commander- 
in-Chief, and to the person whose con- 
duct is affected. 

It seems to me that the only satis- 
factory inquiry which could be offered 
in respect to General Truman is an open 
and unfettered inquiry by a Committee 
of Parliament or a Commission. We 
are promised an inquiry into the cireum- 
stances attendant on the purchase of 
horses in all parts of the world at the 
end of the war. I am afraifl that is 
putting it off till the Greek kalends. 
But even if the inquiry could be com- 
menced 18 months hence, you would, 
by then, have lost the opportunity of 
getting the evidence necessary to prove 
whether the statements to which I have 
alluded are true or not. The only way 
to get a satisfactory and full inquiry is 
to follow the exact precedent of the in- 
quiry in regard to Austro-Hungary, 
which amply ‘justified the charges made 
by Sir Blundell Maple in another place. 
We say that we have every reason to 
believe that scandals, similar to those 
brought to light by the inquiry into the 
purchase of Hungarian horses, are to be 
found in other parts of the world; and 
we demand as a right that as full and 
satisfactory an inquiry should be held at 
once into these as was conducted by the 
Committee on horse purchase in Austro- 
Hungary. I to ask the Question 
standing in my name. 


beg 


Lorp LAMINGTON: My Lords, hav- 


ing lately returned trom the Antipodes, 


I ean assure the noble Lord that, so far 
as I have heard, there are no such 
scandals as he has referred to in con- 


purchase of Australian 
horses. It is true that the Imperial 
authorities paid slightly higher rates 
than were paid by the Colonial authori- 
ties. but that was only to be expected. 
Where one officer has to cover a vast 
extent of country, it is absolutely neces- 
sary that he ane employ a middle- 
man, who naturally does charge more 
than would have to a paid if the horses 
were bought direct. With regard to the 
statement of the 

Lord Tweedmouth. 


nection with the 
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'same_ horses 


noble Lord that the 


1200 


were trotted round and 
round, and that those which were, in the 
first instance, rejected by the inspecting 
officer were ultimately passed, I would 
point out that it would take a very 
clever man to always recognise horses 
straight from the bush, which he might 
previously have refused to pass, after 
they had been kept tor a couple of days 
and properly fed. I can assure the 
House that the officers who have been 
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entrusted with this work in Australia 
have been doing the utmost in their 


power to secure the best horses at the 
cheapest possible prices. 


THe EArt or MAYO: The noble Lord 
who spoke from the Front Opposition 
Bench made a great point of the prices paid 
for these horses, but everybody knows 
that when you want things in a hurry 
you have to pay more for sis, Lord 
Kitchener may have described some of 
the cobs as “ flat-catchers,” but Lord 
Valentia’s evidence was quite to the 
contrary. Lord Valentia stated that— 

“ When they arrived, Colonel Birkbeck said 
they were by a great deal the best remounts 
he had seen come out.” 


If that be so, it was worth while paying 
a good price forthem. [ can give your 
Lordships a piece of independent evidence, 
which is not in the Blue book. I am 
authorised by Colonel St. Leger Moore, 
who commanded a regiment in Rhodesia, 

to say that of over 2,000 horses which he 
had in the paddocks, the 700 Hungarian 
cobs, one of which he rode himself, were 
undoubtedly the best. The strongest in- 
dictment of the War Office is contained in 
the report of this Committee, who state 
that— 


“The case of the Government Remount De 
partment is different. {n that case the decision 
to resort to Hungary as afield for obtaining 
remounts was not, apparently, come to as the 
result of a sudden emergency. We feel honnd 
to express the surprise with which we have 
learnt that before the decision to purchase for 
the Government in Hungary was actually 
come to in April 1900, no steps had apparently 
been taken, since 1884, to ascertain the best 
sources of supply in that country, the best 
methods of tapping those sources, or the most 
reliable people to employ. The war had by 
that time heen in progress six mouths, and it 
must have been obvious that a heavy drain on 
our remounting resources was inevitable.” 


Quite apart from the matter of these 
particular purchases, there is sufficient 
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disclosed in the Blue-book to lead us 


to hope that, instead of seeking to ex- | 
cuse themselves for unfortunate lapses, | 


the War Office are steadily making 


preparations for the future in regard to | 


remounts. 


*Lorp RAGLAN: My Lords, a great 
deal of loose talk and loose writing 
have been indulged in sith regard to 
this matter. I was greatly surprised 
to see the other day, in 
iu newspaper, a statement supposed to 
have been made by a friend of the 
writers who had been an officer on 
board a horse ship, that the horses 
were in such a bad condition when they 
were put on board that 92 per cent. 
died on the voyage. I need not 
say that that is an extraordinary ex- 
aggeration, and that if the percentage 
had been the other way—if 8 per cent 
had died—that young gentleman would 
have heard a great deal about it. 
I have seen the statement that the profits 
of the contractors might be estimated by 
millions. I have every respect for the 
business capacity and smartness of the 
horse dealer, but I decline altogether to 
believe that it is possible for any man to 
make a profit of several millions out of a 
contract for £100,000. 

The noble Lord opposite asked if the 
War Office accepted responsibility for the 
proceedings of the Yeomanry Committee. 
There is only one answer to that question. 
The Yeomanry Committee was a delega- 
tion of the War Ojfice, and, of course, the 
War Office accepts the fullest responsi- 
bility for its proceedings. It may be 
convenient if | explain the reasons which 
led to the formation cf this Committee. 
In December, 1899, after the reverses 
which had occurred, it was suggested by 
certain Yeomanry ofticers—and the sug- 
gestion was accepted by the War Office— 
thata force of Yeomanry should be raised 
for service in South Africa. The original 
idea was that this force should consist of 
men actually belonging to the Yeomanry 
regiments, who would naturally bring 
their own horses and saddlery. But it 
Was soon recognised that a much larger 
recruiting area could be tapped for a force 
of this description, and it at once became 


apparent that a large number of horses | 


would have to be purchased, either in 
this country or abroad. 
a Committee had been appointed of Yeo- 
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In the meantime | 
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| manry officers to superintend the raising 
of the force and to assist the War Office 
with regard to its equipment, and to that 
| Committee was joined Colonel St. Quintin, 
who was responsible for remounts. 
Colonel St. Quintin had had considerable 
experience, and I do not believe there is 
_a better judge of hcrse flesh living. 

When the first contract was made 
between Colonel St. Quintin and Mr. 
Lewison, two ofticers—Colonel Maclean 
and Captain Webb—who were known to 
be excellent judges, were sent out to 
Hungary to pass tke horses. The first 


contract was for 1,500 horses at 
£33 16s. 8d. each. The reports of 
Colonel Maclean on these horses were 


good, but Colonel St. Quintin considered 
that the contract price was too high, and 
the next contract was made for 2,300 
horses at £26 each. Something has 
been said by the noble Lord of con- 
vivial meetings at the hotel in Szabadha 
between Colonel Maclean, Captain Webb, 
Mr. Lewison, Captain Hartigan, and Mr. 
Hauser. Upon this, I think it is right 
that 1 should explain that there was 
only one hotel at Szabadha in which 
they could have stayed, that there was 
only one room in that hotel in which 
they could have had their meals, and 
that there was only one table in that 
room, £0 that all the guests dined to- 


gether. At least, that is what I am 
told. The noble Lord seemed to think 


that Captain Hartigan had been harshly 
dealt with. There is considerable con- 
flict in the evidence, on two important 
points, between Captain Hartigan and 
Colonel Maclean. The former declares 
that he made a clean breast to Colonel 
Maclean of his position with regard to 
his commission, but Colonel Maclean 
says he knew nothing about it. Again, 
with regard to the horses which were 
passed by Captain Hartigan, Colonel 
Maclean said they numbered a_ few 
hundred, while Captain Hartigan said 
he passed several thousands. ‘the noble 
Lord made an attack on Mr. Hauser. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I beg the 
noble Lord’s pardon. I made no attack 
on Mr. Hauser. He was a horse dealer 
who, in the course of his business, made 
as, much profit as he could. What I 
| said was that I was sorry the Govern- 
ment were such donkeys as to buy so 
| badly from him. 


2U2 








1203 Remounts— 
*TLorp RAGLAN: The noble Lord 


said Mr. Hauser was a very small man 
when he secured this contract, but 
was now a big man owing to the 
money which he had taken out of 
the pockets of the British taxpayers. 
We have it in evidence that Mr. 
Hauser bought largely for export to 
foreign countries, and had_ between 
3.000 and 4,000 stalls at Szabadha. 
He is a dealer with a considerable 
business, and having many large con- 
tracts. Now I come to the question 
of the price of the horses. ‘The Remount 
Department, on the advice of the Yeo- 
manry Committee, made a new con- 
tract with Mr. Hauser, paying £32 10s. 
for the iarge horses, with which every 
satisfaction was expressed, and £26 for 
the cobs. Then there appeared on the 
scene, in the light of a contractor, a 
Mr. Von Folgir, who appears to be a 
large landed proprietor in Hungary. 
He was a director of a Hungarian 
company, the object of which was to 
push the products of that country. 
He said— 





You are paving a ridientous price for these 
horses, ane are not getting good animals. I 
can supply you with real deal better 
horses 2t a clieaper rate.’ 


A contract was given to Mr. Von 
Folear for 260 cobs at £20 apiece, and 
evidenee he stated that he had 
lost £1,500 on this contract. Further 
1 1] 


asked what he would have charged 


in his 


per cob if he had taken up tie con- 
tract as a business transaction, he 
replied £25 or £26. Chereiore, £26 
for a Hungarian cob cannot be con- 
sidered excessive. As soon as Mr. Von 
Folgir got this contract, he did exactly 
what he blamed others for doing—he 


iler to carry 


went to a Jewish horse de: 
it out forhim. MHesaid in his evidence 


“Vou are obliged to go to these peo 
You cannot do anything in Hungary without 


them.” 


In the not result the prices paid 
show that to the extent of £10.000 
or £12,000, too much money was paid 
for the horses under the earlier contract. 
The noble Lord mentioned the names 
of several of the members of Sir Charles 
Welby’s Committee, but he did not 
mention Mr. Hobhouse, M.P.—a Member 
of the Opposition, and therefore not 


{LORDS} 
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favourably disposed to the Government 
—and Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, M.P., 
than whom no fairer man ever lived, 
and who, I am sure, would not put 
his name to a report in which he did 
not thoroughly believe. Therefore, to 
eall it a whitewashing Committee, by 
which name it was described in another 
place, is untrue and most unfair. 


Lord TWEEDMOUTH: My _ point 
was that the War Oftice must have 
been well informed, both publicly and 
privately, of what was in the report, 
and ought to have taken action earlier. 


*Loep RAGLAN: The three officers 
who were found fault with in the 
report have now left the army. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Yes, eight 


months atter. 


* Lord RAGLAN: I now come to the 
question of the value of these horses, 
and I would remnd your Lordships 
that there is a great difference between 
price and value. The question is not 
the actual price of these horses, whether 
bought in Hungary or elsewhere, but 
their value to you when you get them to 
South Afriea. Mr. Von Foleir says they 
were exceedingly bad horses, while, on 





the other hand, Colonel Maclean states 
that they were very good horses. I 
do not think I should go for an un- 
biassed opinion to either of these gentle- 
men. Colonel Maclean is not likely to 
say that the horses he passed were bad, 
and Mr. Von Foigir, who represents 
the Hungarian horse dealers from whom 
we did not buy horses, is not likely to 
say that the horses supplied by a rival 





re good ones. 

The only evidence we can get 
that is of any value is the evidence 
from South Africa of the people 
who have had to make use of the 
horses. That is extremely difficult to 
obtain, but, on the whole, the reports 
from South Africa are favourable. The 
Hungarian horses stood the voyage 
remarkably well, the percentage of 
losses being less to them than among 
the horses sent from tis country, 
or from Australia and the United 
States. Therefore they could not have 
been in the deplorable condition 
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described when they were put on 
board. Your Lordships smiled just 
now when I said there was a great 
difference between price and _ value. 
The value of a thing depends upon 
oD 
whether you get it exactly when you 
want it. .[ ask your Lordships’ atten- 
tion while I read a short extract from 
a despatch by the Duke of Wellington, 
who, in writing to explain a_ failure, 
said— 

“The people of England, so happy as they 
are in every respect, so rich in resources of 
every description, having the use of such ex- 
cellent roads, will not readily believe that 
important results hers depend on 50 er 69 
mules, more or less, and a bundle of straw to 
feed them.” 





May I venture to use a homely illustra 
tion? We will imagine that there is 
a house on fire 
top window. Another man comes along 
with a ladder, puts 1t up to the window, 
and the oceupant of the burning house 
is rescued. The price of the ladder 
way have been only 25s., but the value 
of it to the man at the window was 
considerably more. If the owner of the 
ladder had said ‘‘This is a very expen- 
sive ladder. I cannot use this one, but 
I have a friend round the corner who 
thinks he knows a piace where you 
can obtain one for 15s, and if 
you will wait a minute [ will go 
round and see if I can arrange it,” 
the language that would have been 
used by the man at the window can 
be better imagined than described. The 
Government could not be expected to 
say to their agents in a time of crisis 
—and { do not think any nobie Lord 
will forget the dark days of December 
1899, and January 1900 —that they 
were to take time to make good bar- 
gains. If they had done that, the 
country would have rung with indigna- 
tion, and the Government would have 
deserved to be turned out of office. 
The noble Lord asks why we can- 
not hold a complete inquiry at once, 
similar to the inquiry which has been 
held with regard to the purchases made 
by the Yeomanry Committee. My 
answer to that is, that the purchases 
of the Yeomanry Committee constituted 
a transaction complete in itself. The 
book, as it were, was closed. The 
actors all through were in this country, 
and available for examination before a | 


and a man at tne 
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Committee. Any inquiry into the 
question of remounts, to be worth any- 
thing, must be thorough and search- 
ing, and to be thorough and searching 
it must take considerable time and be 
carried out with care. At this moment 
the officers of the Army are fairly well 
employed. There are very few that one 
could lay one’s hands on who are not 
employed. It is impossible to with- 
draw trom the countries in which they 
ave the ofli¢ers who are engaged in the 
work of purchasing remounts, and even 
if it were ppssible to withdraw them, we 
should have to send others to replace 
them, who, however good they might be, 
would take|a certain time to learn the 
work, and for that time would be, to a 
certain extent, inefficient. I do not see 
how any Committee or Commission could 
go to Australia, to the Argentine, to 


\merica. and, most important of all, to 


South Africa, to take evidence. In the 
present state of things that would be 
absolutely impossible. The Remount 


Department has plenty to do. It is up 
to its eyes) in work, and the work is by 
no means So easy as a great many people 
appear toimagine. It is avery pleasant 
form of amusement to occupy an after- 
noon buying a horse at a dealer’s, but to 
spend many hours a day, month after 
month, ahd year after year, feeling the 
legs and punching the necks of horses, 
and haggling with horse dealers in foreign 
countries; is not the pleasant life that 
many pepple at first blush appear to 
think it is. I haveheard the statement 
made t hatt the desirable positions on board 
horse ships were given to officers because 
of their speial position. If anybody thinks 
for a mpment that the position of an 
officer in) charge of a horse ship 1s either 
a desirable, comfortable, or pleasant one, 
I hope he will take a trip in one of them. 
I will dd my best to get him a passage, 
and [| think that after he had spent a 
day and a night in a gale he would con- 
siderablly modify his opinion. 
Whether the purchases of the Remount 
Department have been done well or ill, 
the cei eee has been able in a time 
of stress to do a hundred per cent. more 
work than it was constructed to do. 
General Truman has applied for a Court 


‘of Inquiry into his conduct, which does 


not sedm to meet the views of the noble 
Lord @pposite. This Court of Inquiry 
| 
| 
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will take evidence on oath, and give a 
decision which will, no doubt, be the one 
the Commander-in-Chief will act upon. 
The War Office in this matter has no 
wish to conceal anything. We haveno 
desire whatever to shield misconduct, or 
pass over incompetence. The noble Lord 
referred to a pending trial with regard 


to the purchase of horses in Ire.and. , 


That inquiry was ordered a; long ago as 
December, 1900. and it is not our fault 
that it has not yet taken place. Whatever 
the Secretary of State for War can be 
accused of, | do not think he can be 
charged w.th ever hesitating to deal 
adequately with cases where offences have 
been committed. If it is proved that 
there has been dishonesty in the purchase 
of horses, it shall be punished ; and if it 
is proved that there has been incom- 
petence or carelessness, the persons 
concerned will be properly dealt with. 
The whole question of the Remounts is 
being most carefully considered, and an 
inquiry such as we intend to hold at the 
end of the war cannot possibly take place 
now, for it would stop the flow cf Re- 
mounts to South Africa and would 
impair most seriously the efficiency of 
the British Army, on which the safety 
of the country depends. 


THe Earn or LONSDALE: My 
Lords, I do not intend to detain your 
Lordships for many minutes, but as J 
have been referred to by the noble Lord 
who brought this subject forward, I desire 
io make a stitement concerning my 
relations with the Remount Department. 
On December isth, 1899, | was asked 
if { would undertake the purchase of 
certain horses,and I was requested to state 
by the 19th whether I could produce 
1,700 horses. As your Lordships know, 
I have been all my life very closely con- 
nected with horses and the horse trade, 
not only in this country but abread. | 
immediately placed myself in communica- 
tion with the proper sources of supply in 
England, Scotland, and Ireland, and I 
sent 23 telegrams in all. I then com- 
municated with the Ambassador at 
Vienni, and with other gentlemen in 
that country. As a result of my in- 
quiries, | undertook to produce 1,200 
horses ready for shipment at Liverpoo! 
or Southampton by January 2, 1900. 
i guaranteed this, and the horses were 

Lord Raglan. 
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delivered in time. With what happened 
afterwards I have nothing to do; but it 
isa fact that those horses, some of which 
arrived on Christmas evening, remained 
unshipped until March, costing the 
country three shillings a day. At the 
time | was in communication with 
Austria, I absolutely entered into a pre- 
liminary contract with a gentleman 
named Spencer to deliver at Liverpool 
horses similar to those eventually 
supplied for the sum of £33. 1 also had 
an offer to del.ver horses, either at the 
Cape or at Liverpool, for £45, another 
for delivery at £50, anda fourth and fifth 
offer to deliver at prices varying from 
£35 to £40. 

As to the prices of horses in Austria, 
which every man who knows anything 
about Austrian horses will tell you range 
from £12 to £15 for animals of that 
height, it seems to me remarkable that 
the authorities were unable to find cut 
in many years experience what | was 
able to find out in 48 hours. I went off 
on December 25th, to Harborough to in- 
spect horses, and before going I asked 
the Committee for warrants to justify 
my purchases, as the price depended, to 
a great extent, on immediate payment. 
By January 2nd, I had entirely fulfilled 
my promise, but a telegram was then 
received, not by myself, but by my ser- 
vant—- 

“In future take your orders, not from Lord 
Lonsdale, but from me only (Signe i) Colonel 
St. Quintin, Director General of Remounts, 
Imperial Yeomanry. ” 

That was the only intimation | had that 
I wa; to dissociate myself trom the Re- 
mount Department. I did my best. | 
produced from 1,200 to 1,500 horses 
within a few days, and I was prepared 
to supply any amount of horses at the 
proper price. There my responsibility 
ceased, and I had nothing more to do 
with the matter beyond telling Colonel 
St. Quintin of the tran-actions th:t had 
passed. [ am_ pertectly that 
Colonel St. Quintin, when he succeeded 
me. was not in the same position to deal 
as I was, for the simple reason that an 
Army Order had been issued, distinctly 
giving the price of the horses as £40, 
Therefore Colonel St. Quintin’: hands 
were, to u great extent, tie!l. I know 
that many people have blamed the 
‘Imperial Yeomanry for what has hap- 


aware 





12¢ 
per 
St. 


wh 


do 


ma 
the 


1208 


ened 
ut it 
‘hich 
ined 
the 
, the 
with 
pre- 
man 
rpool 
ually 
had 
> the 
ther 
fifth 


from 


tria, 
hing 
ange 
that 
that 

cut 
was 
it off 
O in- 
sked 
stify 
d. to 
ient. 
tilled 
then 
: ser- 


Lord 
lone] 
unts, 


that 
Re. 
ti J 
orses 
ared 
the 
lity 
O do 
lonel 
had 
that 
eded 
deal 
t an 
netly 
£40), 
ands 
now 
the 
hap- 





1209 Remounts— 


pened, but that is unfair when Colonel 
St. Quintin—I have never yet learned 
why I was suspended—was employed to 
do this work. 

The Remount Department has for 
many years been the laughing stock of 
the world, and it will remain so as long 
as the present system lasts. There is 
no Department out of which so much 
amusement is to be gained. A year ago 
the Inspector-reneral of Remounts sent 
to examine five horses the property of a 
master of hounds in the North of Eng- 
land. Four of these horses were 
registered, three at £80 and one at £100. 
The officer sent down carefully examined 
every horse in the stable and selected 
four, three at £80 and one at £100. 
This sagacious officer had selected four 
horses which were just being sent off to 
a big market in the north as absolutely 
useless. They were to have been put up as 
the “property of a gentleman,” because 
the owner hardly liked to put his name 
to them. These horses were put into an 
open truck, and the offer of the master 
of hounds to supply rugs to cover them 
refused. ‘‘hey were conveyed in the 
open truck, without clothing, in frosty 
weather, to Aldershot, where one of them 
died from a severe cold. I feel that I 
am justifiel in explaining my position 
with regard to remounts. I have asked 
for the minutes of the meeting at which 
1 was superseded, but I have always 
been told they were unobtainable. | 
accuse nobody of any malpractice, but | 
do think it is a very remarkable thing 
that the members of the Remount 
Department shouid think it necessary to 
give at least four times its value for a 
horse, and a third more for transport 
than was necessary. 


THe Earn or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, I will not detain the House more 
than a few minutes. It would be a 
pity to attenuate in any degree the 
effect produced by the very remarkable 
and straightforward statement to which 
we have just listened from an expert 
I am one of those who listen to the 
Under Seeretary’s answers in this House 
with the greatest pleasure. If I had a 
Department, I should certain!y wish him 
to answer for it, because his genial 
rhetoric puts every one in a_ good 
humour. But I am bound to say that 
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if hb had risen after the noble Earl who 
has| just sat down, he would have found 
it difficult to justify his contention that 
inquiry was superfluous, if not impossible, 
and could be postponed until the end of 
the present warlike operations. Now 
that is the point before us. My noble 
fri¢nd behind me went into the details 
of |the purchase of horses with such 
mifauteness that it is unnecessary to 
redapitulate them. It is all very well for 
tht noble Lord the Under Secretary to 
bring forward the metaphor of a man in 
a fire taking the first ladder in order 
to/escape. That, after all, is not the 
point. If I may correct his metaphor, it is 
this, that the gentleman who wanted to 
get out of the window with, perhaps, some 
special hurry, deliberately chose the 
greenest, the rottenest, and the most 
expensive ladder offered to him. No one 
who has listened to the speeches of my 
ndble friend and the noble Earl can fail to 
bdtieve that there has been a_ grave 
schndal in this matter. It is not confined 
to the case of General Truman. His 
evidence has not displayed him as a very 
pérspicacious or businesslike officer. 








The point is whether, not only in 
Hungary, but all over the world, you 
hive not been plundered hy your agents. 
The Under-Secretary very genially threw 
rijlicule on the statements of those who 
indicated that there had been anything in 
tle nature of improper dealing or corrup- 
tipn between Mr. Hauser and the agents 
sent out. Dealing with the agents sent 
ont, the noble Lord said there was only 
ohe room, with only one table, in which 
these unfortunate individuals were obliged 
th “pig it” together in a wayside inn. I 
a not attach much importance to that 
ppint ; but since the noble Lord spoke, an 
affidavit has been put into my hands which 
[}will read to the House. It is from the 
head waiter of the one inn in the place 
where the horses were bought. [| am 
glad that the circumstance of the 
deponent’s being a head waiter causes so 
much amusement in the House. The 
affidavit says that at the beginning the 
nhembers of the commission fulfilled their 
obligations with strict conscientiousness 
and exercised severe control in regard to 
the horses presented for inspection, so 
that in the first week out of 1,000 horses 
presented only 150 were purchased. 
However, already in the second week the 
epntrol of the commission had been lax 
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and negligent, and it was frequently re- 
presented by one or two members at the 
most. The horses which had been pre- 
viously presented and rejected, about 800 
in number, were later presented again for 
inspection, were found to be good and 
suitable by the commission, and were 
purchased for the British Government, 
payment being made to Mr. Hauser. The 
prices ranged from 90 to 100 florins, or 
about £10, per horse —at most 150 florins, 
but in numerous cases only 80 florins 
were paid. For the most part of the day, 
the deponent says, the commissioners 
contented themselves with eating and 
drinking and driving out. Eariy in the 
morning at breakfast their table was 
supplied with champagne, whisky, and 
cigars. These princely breakfasts, which 
were served in yvreat style, as well as four 
or five carriages, were always paid for by 
Mr. Hauser, together with the rooms at 
the notel. Mr. Hauser e2lso paid for 
telegrams sent to the War Office in 
London. The Englishmen themselves, 
the affidavit says, only rarely paid some 
small bills. 
Viscount GALWAY: What is the 
) 


nationality of the deponent 4 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: The 
deposition is in German. It was made 
at Budapest, and therefore I presume 
he isa Hungarian. Of course I cannot 
myselt or support the state- 
ments in the affidavit. 


end se 


SALISBURY : 
us at whose 
taken and 


"THe MARQUESS OF 
Will the noble Earl tell 
instance the aftidavit is 
forwarded to him ? 


THE Eart or ROSEBERY: The 
affidavit was handed to me by Sir 
Blundell Maple, to whom the country 
owes a debt of gratitude in this matter 
of the remounts. As to the affidavit, | 
cannot tell whether a word of it is true 
or not. It is sworn on oath, and the 
depositions in the Blue-book are not. 
All this shows that there is a case for 
inquiry, and for immediate inquiry. 
There are things you cannot very well 
pass overin a scandal of this description. 
Who was Lewison? How did Lewison 
get the contract? Captain Hartigan goes 
to the Yeomanry Committee, who not 
unnaturally—and we ought to make 


Earl of Rosebery. 
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allowances for them—were somewhat 
flurried by the duties laid upon them, 
and solicits employment. I do not know 
whether he got employment or not; but 
he wanders away to the Haymarket and 
there he meets Mr. Lewison ; and in an 
instant a compact is apparently struck 
between them involving the payment of 
two-and-a-half per cent. The Remounts 
Committee did not show the slightest 
curiosity to find out particulars 
this agreement. But if we may judge 
the character of Mr. Lewison from the 
fact that he endeavoured to resist by an 
action at law the claim of Hartigan, we 
may take it a contract was made, stamped, 


} and delivered = 37 thea 
i, and relivered mn vie 


about 


. ' 
signed, seaice 


neighbourhood of the Haymarket before 


-Hartigan took Lewison to the War Office. 


And what 
Lewison ? have said 
to the Yeomanry Committee, ‘ Here is a 
1 3 tall vou. all about horses 
man who will tell you all about horses 
in Hungary,” ard the Yeomanry Com- 
mittee seem to have ‘fallen upon his 
neck, with the exception of one 


were the qualifications of 


lartigan seems to 


more 


suspicious member, who, taking Hartigan 
aside, asked him whether | ison had 
not something to do with the turi, as if 


that disqualitied a man from knowing 
anything about horses. A bargain was 
struck and concluded. 

Now, i do not care whether the War 
Office is responsible for this or not. 1 do 
not impute the slightest malfeasance to 
any member of the Yeomanry Comiitt 
though I think they treated the noble 
Earl opposite with but scant courtesy as 
one of their members. But here we 
have the statement of the man Lewison 
that he paid two-and-a-half per cent. on 
the whole contract that was mace for the 
horses on this oceasion ; that he bought 
another contract for a sum of £7,000 or 
£8,000 from Runucci ; that he had another 
contract still; and that these 
on the statement of the Committee itself 

the report of which I think was on the 
whole favourable to the War Ofiice—were 
bought at from £8 to £12 apiece. My 
noble friend behind me [Lord ‘Tweed- 
mouth] stated that the Yeomanry Com- 
mittee were tied up into buying Hungarian 
horses, because they were told that they 
must not go to America, Australia, or 
Argentina. There was another part of 
the world to which they might have 
addressed themselves with advantage for 
the purchase tof their horses—a_ place 
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the present moment—the Dominion of 
Canada, which claims for its horses that 
they are better than those of the United 
States. Yet you have bought from the 
United States 77,000, and from Canada 
only 11,300. We hear a great deal of 
the Imperialism of the Government. |] 
they would show a little practical 
Imperialism in their dealings with regard 
tohorses. It is not true that the Imperia! 
Yeomanry Committee were shut 
buying horses in Hungary by the decision 
of General Truman, that they were not to 
attempt to buy either in Argentina, 
America, or Australia. Now what is the 
value of these Hungarian horses? One 
iguificant part of the evidence laid before 
the Commitcee wes General Truman’s 
want of curiosity on that subject, 
and the Committee snared in it. General 
Truman seems never to have taken t 
slightest pains to find out whether th 
“lan horses sent out to Sout 1 Africa 
tory. But he offered to the 
procure that information, 
would have thought the 

Remounts Department would particularly 
have wished which the Com- 


wish 


up to 





extreme 


he 
1 

ne 
satisha 


Committee 


which one 


possess, 


mittee of inquiry wouid have wished to 
secure, but which the Remounts Depart 


ment do not seem to have yet obtained, 
ast, the Under 
has not communicated to the 
I wonder how many 
horses are in the ranks at this moment ? 
iene reports as to the efficiency of these 
horses have really been received by the 
War Office? Are the Government pre- 
od to lay on the Table of the House 
the reports they have received with regard 
to these Hungarian horses ? No, they are 
not prepared. The only evi:v.ence we liave 
as to their fitness is thas Lord Kitchener 
declared that they were ‘ fiat-catchers.” 
The Government —if I may 
unofficially — are, after their electoral 
campaign, judges of what “ flat- 
catchers’ are. But we have no evidence 
whatever to tell us what has become of 
those horses, or how far they have satisfied 
the authorities i in South Africa. I have 
heird—I know not if the statement be 


1 aM 1 } ‘ 
and wich, at | secretary 
House. 


- rs ; 
of these Hungarian 





say so 


good 


true—that they were tried some time 
ago, both in England and Egypt, and 


found to be wanting, and were rejected 
for the future by the Remount Depart- 
ment of this country. I give that for 
What it is worth. There is another story 
Which is somewhat illustrative of the 
character of these horses. I will tell it 
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to the House, but I cannot vouch for it 
any more than for the affidavit. A 
gentleman was travelling not long ago in 
Hungary and was perfectly delighted 


with what he saw. He said to a Hun- 
garian friend, “Iam delighted with this 
place; I have not seen a bad _ horse 
since | have been in the country.” 

Hungarian gentleman 


“No,” said the 
in reply, the Vv have been all sold to 
the British Government.’ I do not 
if that story be a parable or a 
‘act; but at least it conveys to your 
Lordships the general impression in ah 
nature of the purcha 


Government have made there. 


\t 
{ 
4 


TnoOw 


gary as to the 
which the 
There are two general 
which I would urge upon your Lordships 
I sav that this gross 
arelessness about the remounts which 


considerations 


vefore I sit down. 

has been detailed in 
part of the policy of the 
rhout. Krom the 
they particularly 
not to furnish them with mounted men 
lown to the the pure hase ot 
these remounts, they have shown them- 
selves st ge ly indifferent or blind to 
the true in South 


evidence is only a 
Government 
time When 
requested the colonies 


throug 


time oi 


rane 
iati 


character of the war 


Africa. 1 do not believe there is a 
military authority worth one row of 
pins who will not tell you that, if you 


had mounted men in suilicient numbers 
and well mounted, the war might have 
been | 


over before now. ‘that being so, 
this question of 


the remounts assumes 
jin aspect far more important than the 
(mere reputation of General Truman, 
which the Government propose to make 
the subject of an inquiry by a military 





Court. The fact is that it is one of the 
jlargest and most pressing questions 


connected with the war. The noble Lord 
the Under Secretary for War say all this 
thappened a long time ago. In that re- 
jmark, “a long — ago,’ relating to the 
events of the war, | 0 ie agree with him. 
But it will be a very long time, ace ording 
to the most sarigui ine estimate, before the 
war is completed. But I do hold that if 
there is one point which has been brought 
out by every particle and scrap of the 
evidence, whether it be on behalf or 
against the Government, it is that this 
should be made a matter of instant and 
pressing inquiry. Mr. Balfour said the 
other day in the House of Commons that 
it could not be made a matter of inquiry, 
because the officers were scattered all over 
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the world, and that it would be a great mis- 
take to disturb them in the performance of 
their arduous duties. Begin your inquiry. 
You can begin it with Lewison and the 
other people at home ; take their evidence 
on oath and wait for the return of the 
officers from abroad. That is the common- 
sense aspect of the question. 

To speak of this as a matter which can 
be met by the inquiry of a Military Court 
into the conduct of General Truman, be- 
trays that strange blindness and that want 
of sense of proportion which have so often 
distinguished the Government in the 
course of these operations. Why, my 
Lords, it is the Government themselves 
who are to a large extent on their trial in 
this matter. They are ultimately and 
immediately responsible. And yet it is 
they who think of shifting this matter 
into a Military Court of Inquiry on 
General Truman. That Court is strictly 
limited by the Commander-in-Chief 
to the subject of the inquiry; it has 
no power of expressing an opinion on 
the conduct of any officer. It ean 
only r port—I do not know whether its 
report is confidential—to the Commander- 
in-Chief. Is this the inquiry that will 
be made into the conduct of all your 
agents all over the world—in Argentina, 
in Ireland, and in every other place 
where you bought horses? I venture 
to think that no such fruitless proposal, 
no such fruitle:sly delaying proposal, 
was ever placed before Parliament in 
reply to a just demand for inquiry. 
You have ovher questions besides the 
question of the buying of horses. You 
havethequestion of saddlery and fodder. 
Untess rumour is more lying than usual, 
there aresc indalsin connection with fod ler 
which, if inquired into, would throw 
grave lght on the conduct of the war 
by the Government. I[ do not 
the Government can resist meeting the 
demand for an inquiry by a_ military 
inquiry into the case of General Truman. 
[am quite certain that they could not 
resist it if Parliament possessed the spirit 
which animated it at the time of the 
Crimean War, would not burke 
the inquiry proposed by Mr. Roebuek— 
though we were in the midst of 
war—into a far searching and 
delicate question than the question of 
remounts and fodder; when it uprose 
in all its wrath and overturned a power- 
ful Government with a large majority 


Earl of Rosebe ry. 


believe 
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a great 
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—overturned it by an overwhelming 
majority—feeling that their duty as 
citizens and Members of Parliament would 
not be fulfilled if they allowed the 
Government to hush up a and 
flagrant scandal in connection with that 
war. 


yroee 
gross 


Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, it was not 
my intention to intervene in this debate, 
and I should not have done so but for the 
fact that reference has been twice made 
to the business of the Transport Depart- 
ment, with which I was immediately 
concerned. So far as I understood him, 
Lord Tweedmouth suggested that the 
Transport authorities in England were 
working with the contractors in Hungary. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I 
ferring not to the transport authorities in 
England, but to those at Fiume. Mr. Van 
Laun contracted to convey these horses 
from Fiume to the Cape for £26 3s. 4d. 
The contract with Mr. Lewison was for 
£33 16s. &8d., and | pointed out that the 
two sums together amounted exactly to 
£60. I expressed the opinion that that 
looked as if Mr. Lewison and Mr. Van 
Laun had agreed together as to the total 
price for horses and transport com}ined. 


Was” re- 


Lorp HARRIS: As regards the price 
for transport, I am responsible, and am 
quite ready to defend the price in the 
case of every transport taken up by the 
Imperial Yeomanry Committee. The 
first thing I did, on being asked to under- 
tuke the business of transport for the 
Imperial Yeomanry, was to obtain the 
assistance of Sir John Hext, a gentleman 
who has had considerable marine 
and naval experience, and I have 
every reason to believe that we got the 
most economical price possibie. { was 
astonished to hear the noble Earl (Lord 
Lonsdale) say that the price paid for 
transport was at least a third too high; 
bunt I prefer to accept the opinion 
of Sir John Hext on a question of that 
kind to even the opinion of the noble 
Karl. The noble Lord may or may not 
he a good judge in the purchase of horses. 
Evidently the Yeomanry Comiiittee did 
not think he was. I was not on the Pro- 
visional Committee which the noble 
Marquess appointed on December 2ist ; I 
was not appointed till January 4th, and I 


do not know what happened in the two 
weeks during which the noble Earl 
thought he had — as he may have 
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had, for all I know — authority to 
purchase horses. But, apparently, for 
some reason or other, the Provisional 
Committee had not sufficient confidence 
in the noble Earl to suggest to 
the Secretary of State that he 
should remain in the position which he 
had occupied for the first two or three 
weeks. ‘The noble Earl who spoke last 
described the purchase of these Austrian 
horses at the prices named as a great 
scandal. 


Tue Earn or ROSEBERY: Which 
price do you mean? I only quoted 
irom the Report of the Committee. 


Lorp HARRIS: It is a fact, as the 
noble Lord who represented the War 
Oflice pointed out, that Mr. Von Folgar 
stated in his evidence that a fair price 
was £26. 

THE Hart OF ROSEBERY: Does 
not that shew that you cannot get a 
proper horse for £8 or £12! 


Lorp HARRIS: There is a difference 
of opinion as to what is a fair price 
jor these Hungarian horses. Therefore 
you have to fall back on this—did you 
get horses worth having! I admit that 
there is also a difference of opinion 
about that. At any rate, you have 
the opinion of Colonel Maclean that 
the horses were good horses. ‘the 
nobie Earl prefers the word of some 
German waiter to that of Cclonel 
Maclean. Jt is not the first time that 
members of his Party have endeavoured 
to throw obloquy on British soldiers. 
Personally, 1 would prefer the word of 
the British officer to that of the German 
waiter. We have the evidence, not of 
Colonel Maclean alone, bat of the 
remount officer in South Africa, who 
expressed the opinion that they were 


first-class horses. I will not go into 
details. The evidence in this Blue- 


book is most conflicting. I have no 
doubt that the Yeomanry Committee 
made mistakes. Having regard to the 
pressure, the difficulty of even obtain- 
Ing apartincnts in which to do their 
work and of taking counsel together, 


they would have been more than 
human if they had not. But I am 
convinced that they did their best 
it a t me of great crisis. It was im- 
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possible in the time and with the means 
it disposal to secure that discussion in 
‘ommittee of every step taken which was 
lesirable. We had to leave a great deal 
if executive action to the heads of the 
Departments, who reported to us after- 
wards. | daresay mistakes were made 
which would have been avoided if proper 
discussion had been possible. The ques- 
tion, however, as regards the Yeomanry 
ommittee is, did they, or did they not, 
deserve well of the State? I never 
agreed with the then Secretary of State 
(the Marquess of Lansdowne) about the 
appointment of that Committee; I 
believe the work could have been done 
by expanding the War Office a little 
ind operating directly with the Yeo- 
mnanry Colonels. What I contend is that 
the Yeomanry Committee did their best 
under very difficult circumstances ; and 
if they have made mistakes I am_per- 
feetly certain that your Lordships and 
th country, having regard to the services 
they performed at a time of very severe 
crisis, will overlook those mistakes and 
dndorse the extremely handsome com- 
iment which the noble Marquess paid 
tp the Committee before it was dissolved. 





*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
I} am sure your Lordships will think it 
natural that I should desire, before this 
discussion closes, to say a few words 
about events in which I was personally 
al good deal concerned, and for some of 
which [ am very largely responsible. 
[let me at once associate myself with 
what was said by my noble friend behind 
me (Lord Raglan) that neither now nor 
then does the War Office in any way 
disclaim responsibility for the proceedings 
of the Yeomanry Committee. On the 
epntrary, having myself been responsible 
fdr their appointment, I take in the 
fllest possible dezree the responsibility 
which belongs to me for the manner in 
which they performed their task. Of 
equrse, | am not going to tell your lord- 
slips that for every detailed action of the 
Cpmmittee Lam prepared to make myself 
responsible. I should be inclined to say, 
alter hearing the speeches which have 
bden delivered to-night, that the members 
ofithe Yeomanry Committee did not, to 
use an expression which this debate has 
made classical, always ‘‘homologate” 
very closely. 





| 
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The speech made by the noble Earl 
(Lord Lonsdale) afforded a_ strong 
evidence of that fact. With regard to 
that speech, which made an impression 
onthe House, I find in the original Army 
Order of January 4th, 1900, which called 
the Yeomanry Committee into existence, 
that the noble Earl is described as being 
in charge of the department of saddlery 
and horse equipment, and Colonel St. 
Quintin as having been responsible for 
the Department of Remounts. I cannot 
heip thinking that when the noble Earl 
issued, as he appears to have done, large 
orders, not for saddlery, but tor horses. 
he must have been poaching on the 
preserve ot his colleague. 


oF LONSDALE: I would 


oble Marquess of a letter 


Tree Earn 
remind the n 
which I received date 
that i was sent for by the Under Secretary. 
I was instructed to buy up to 1,700 
horses immediately, and the order was 
signed by Sir Evelvn Wood, who 
them. 


{ Deoember 21st, and 


authorised me to pay for 


* THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
Here is the officially printed Paper, in 
which the noble Karl is deseribed in the 
manner | have indicated, 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Mav I reeall 
to the recollection of the noble 
the fact that on December 23rd, 1899, a 
paragraph appeared in ie Times referring 
to a Provisional Committee for the 
Yeomanry to in organising the 
Yeomanry force. \mnong those forming 
it were Lord Chesham, Colonel Lueas, 
and Mr. Walter Long. The Earl of 
Lonsdale was stated to have promised to 
the Comiittee in obtaining the 


Marquess 


ADIDL 


assist 
horses. 


* Tor Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: I 
think that the noble Lord has “ homo- 
logated” the matter. But a few days 
afterwards Colonel St. Quintin became 
responsible, and solely responsible, for 
the Remount Department. Assuming, 
however, that the Yeomanry Com- 
mittee did make occasional mistakes, 
I suggest to your Lordships that you 
should rever lose sight of the cireum- 
stances in which that Committee began 
its labours. Some of us seem inclined to 
forget the dark days we passed through 
at the end of 1899 and at the beginning 


The Marquess of Laisdowne. 
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at any rate, am not likely 


New Inquiry. 
of 1900. I], 


to forget them. Your — Lordships 
have been reminded often that 
our Army system, which had been 


accepted by successive Governments, 
contemplated that we should in the 
event of a foreign war send out of this 
country two Army Corps, or about 
70,000 men. It was generally under. 


stood that we should probably send 
out one Army Corps at the outset 
of the campaign; and that as time 


went on we should endeavour to send 
out a second. What happened in 189%? 
Between the beginning oi the war and 
the end of the year we had already 
embarked 90,000 men, equivalent to 


the whole of the two \rmy Corps and 
90,000 men besides. It was evident 
to every one who watched events in 
South Africa that we were only at the 
beginning of our troubles. You have 
probably been told that in 1900 we 
embarked for South Africa 19,000 


men and 113,000 horses; in the follow- 
ing vear we embarked 78,000 men and 
130.000 
not include 
raised in South Africa or the large 
numbers of horses and mules collected 
in that country. That was the situa- 
tion at the beginning of 1900. We had 
sent out of the country a large part of 
our available including 

greater part of our cavalry, and we had 
to provide large quantities of extra 
troops to keep the campaign going. 
It was obvious hy that time that the 
troops we should require would have 
to be to a great extent mounted men. 
The noble Earl gangway 
(Lord Rosebery) has once again paraded 
before your Lordships that venerable 
assertion that on the outbreak of the 
wer the Government had discouraged 
the colonies from mounted 
troops. It is put in this way—that the 
Colonies offered mounted troops, and that 
we snubbed them and said that we did 
not want any. That story is repeated in 
every military debate. I ask your per 
mission once again to remind the House 
of the actual facts as they occurred. We 
sent out with the first troops that went 
to South Africa more than the usual pro- 
portion of cavalry. We also arranged 
that with each battalion of infantry there 
should be a company of mounted infantrys 


horses. In these 


figures | do 
the troops which were 
" 


troops, the 


below the 


sending 
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and when the question of making use of 
the Colonial troops came up we began by 
accepting the services of three | small 
bodies of Colonial mounted infantry. That 
in itself is a proof that we did not set our 
faces against the employment of Colonial 
mounted troops. Then came the moment 
when from all over the Colonies offers of 
assistance, mostly in general terms, were 
received by the War Office. It was 
necessary to send some kind of answer 
to the Colonies at once. We consulted 
the general who was to have the chief 
command in the field, Sir Redvers 
Buller, and in consultation with him 
it was determined that we should in- 
form the Colonies, who were at that 
moment offering in some cases cavalry, 
jn others artillery, and in others infantry, 
that at that particular moment infantry 
would be most serviceable and cavalry 
least serviceable. Cavalry and mounted 
infantry are different things. The reason 
infantry were asked for was that it was 
proposed that we should attachsmall bodies 
of Colonial soldiers to the units pf Im- 
perial soldiers already at the Cape. It 
was a proposal very much approved at 
the time by the Colonies, and it was a 
reasonable one. At that time we were 
dealing altogether with a force of not 
more than 1,500 Colonial troops. A 
short time after, when the question of 
larger colonial contingents was being dis- 
cussed, I find that we took 4,700 mounted 
men from the Colonies, as against 2,400 
unmounted men. It is, to say the least, 
a gross exaggeration to represent the 
then War Office as having repudiated 
the offers of mounted troops from the 
Colonies. 


Tue Eart or ROSEBERY : I quoted 
from the speech of a Colonial Prime 
Minister. The statement was that they 
offered mounted men, andthat the Depart- 
ment said they did not want them. 


*THe Marquess o— LANSDOWNE: At 
one moment, with reference to this 
small body—about 1,500 troops—we said 
that we preferred infantry to cavalry 
and artillery. 

THe EarL or ROSEBERY: I only 
give the authority of the colonial Prime 
Minister. 


*Tue Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: I | 
want the House to understand this—'! 


| 
{13 Fepruaky 1902} 
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that it is upon that slender, infinitesimal 
foundation that this charge of crass 
ignorance, stupidity, and obstinacy has 
heen built up, and thrown again and 
again at the War Office. Well, my 
Ilords, it was at that moment \ of 











stress and difficulty that we became 
aware that commanding officers of 
the Yeomanry were prepared to give 





s their assistance, and we appointed 





1 
that committee of which so much 
las been said tonight. [I welcomed 


the proposal. The noble Lord behind 
re (Lord Harris) suggested that it 
thight have been as well to dispense 
With a Committee and operate through 
the officials of the War Office. I 
Hailed the assistance of the Committee 
with delight for two reasons. In the 
first place it afforded a very great relief 
to a number of men who were over- 
worked at that time to an extent which 
gan only be realized by those who were, 
as 1 was, behind the scenes. In the next 
[lace it was so constantly dinned into my 
dars that nothing could be weil or 
intelligently done by any one inside the 
War Office, that they were so hidebound, 
so tied up in bandages of red tape, that 
; seemed to me not a bad thing to make 
4m experiment and what results 
dould be obtained by delegating some 
df this business to persons who were 
tot under the suspicion of being saturated 
with the evil traditions of the War Office, 
| have often thought that some day or 
dther an essay might be written on the 
duestion of red tape. I have myself a 
strong belief that without red tape in 
thoderation no public business can be 
satisfactorily transacted. But I do 
admit that we have sometimes rather 
tbo much of it, and a shrewd observer 
once said to me that the worst variety 
of red tape with which he was familiar 
was the red tape which was stiffened by 
military pipeelay. I think that there is 
sme truth in that; at any rate, here was 
a.| grand opportunity of emancipating 
pares from red tape. I held that 
the Yeomanry Committee did a 
very great service to the country. It 
may have paid too much for some of 
these horses, but it procured, before dis- 
solving, 11,000 soldiers, of whom I will 


see 








'tdke leave to say in the presence of the 


Commander-in-Chief that they formed a 
véry valuable accession of strength to 
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the South African Army; and thesame! evidence which must be received, | 
organisation, a part of which survived think, with a good many grains of 
after the Yeomanry Committee was dis- salt, and so must the evidence of a 
solved, was instrumental in obtainingfor gentleman like the other middleman, 
us 25,000 more Yeomanry, most of whom, Mr. Von Folgdr. Of course, Mr. Von 
though a few might not have been quite Folgdr, and all the Folgar gang, will 
up to the mark, were excellent and be ready to condemn the _ horses 


valuable troops. supplied by Mr. Hauser and his friends. 

What is the charge against the That, I take it, is obvious. And 
Yeomanry Committee? It is that they then, to crown the edifice, we have 
paid too much—that when they paid the affidavit of the waiter. I do 


£33 a head for these Hungari»n horses not believe that in any Parliamentary 
they madea very bad bargain for the debate a more extraordinary piece of 
country. On the face of it, the amount evidence has ever been tendered. How 
has nothing extravagant about it. The that wonderful document was_ pro- 
price of an Austrian remount is £35. cured, and who paid for it, we are not 
But the great complaint is that these privileged to know. But where ts this 
transactions put a large sum of money to end? If we are to have an aff- 
into the pockets of the middleman. davit from the waiter, some one may 
It is easy to overrate the importance put in a counter affidavit from the 
of that argument. The middleman boots, and then there will be a rebutter 
always comes in for a great deal of from the chambermaid. I really do 
abuse, but he is a very necessary person, not know to what length this extra- 
and you cannot get on without him, ordinary testimony is to be carried. 
particularly at moments of great pres- I own I attach much more impor- 
sure and stress. It would have been tance to the evidence of a man 
absolutely impossible for the War Office like Colonel Maclean, and certainly 
to send out agents to travel all over to the evidence of a witness like 
Austria-Hungary and to buy horses Lord Valentia, who was examined 
direct from the breeders. I submit to by the Committee, and who testified 
the House that the ony possible thing that when those horses arrived Colonel 


was to find a good middleman or middle- Birkbeck — Colonel Birkbeck was the 
men, and to make the best bargain remount officer in South Africa, 
vou could with them. Of course, and the kind of person from whom 
when you are in a hurry to buy— the noble Earl opposite wishes to get 
and. I take it, that will be reports as to the quality of these 
confirmed by the — experience of remounts—stated that these Austrian 


any of your Lordships who have had horses were by a great deal the best 
transactions in horseflesh—you have to remounts he had seen come out. I 
pay dear, and the middleman makes say a bit of evidence like that to my 
his profit out of you. The real question, mind outweighs all the evidence of the 
however, seems to me to be, not so much disappointed horsedealers, the waiters, 
whether we paid too much for them, and the other people. 


but whether they were bad or good | wish to say one word about the 
animals. As to that, there is a very Remount Department, which, of course, 


great conflict of evidence. I confess jg a separate matter from that of the 
that the evidence against the horses Imperial Yeomanry Committee. I must 
seems to me to be much more open gay[do not think that General Truman’s 
to suspicion than the evidence in favour eyidence is of a very satisfactory 
oi the horses. , character; but General ‘Truman is, | 

What is the evidence against the! ghould say. like many other gallant 
horses ! ‘| here are produced testimonials soldiers, a very bad witness before a 
from rival dealers, from disappointed Committee. I have known many men 
sellers—letters, written after the event. who are, when they are confronted by 
saying that they saw in Soand-So’s  cross-examination, quite unable to do 
stable a very badly broken - down justice to their own case. What I think 


9 : ‘ "FY h<« xIr » sat > : , * ] M4 
animal, and that they believed it was should be taken into account, when we 
sold to the Government. That is are considering the alleged delinquencies 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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of General Truman, is the fact that his 
Department is one of which it is the duty 
in an ordinary year to produce anaverage 


{13 Fesryu 


ARY 1902} 





of 2,500 remounts for the Army, and that| 
that demand was suddenly increased to, 
such an extent that, in the first six 
months of the year 1900, the Remount; 
Department had to provide no _ less 
than 80,000 horses. Of course, the 
strain on the Department was such that 
a breakdown of some kind was almost, 
inevitable. But, atter all, when it comes 
to General Truman, and the purchase 
oi the Austrian horses, your Lordships 
will find that the Committee in the 
Report which has been so often quoted, 
testify that they have heard no com- 
plaint of this contract, that satis- 
factory horses seem to have been 
obtained, and that the profit was not 
an unreasonable profit when the risk 
is taken into consideration. I think, 
therefore, that so far as that transaction 
is concerned, your Lordships should hesi- 
tate before you condemn General Tru- 
man for the purchases which he made 
for His Majesty’s Government. 

ut then the noble Earl complains of 
us, in strong language, because the Re- 
mount Department was _ insufficiently 
provided with information as to the 
sources of horse supply to which we 
might look, in case of such a crisis as 
that through which we were passing. 
The noble Karl referred especially to our 
alleged failure to buy horses from Canada. 
I always listen with a great deal of 
sympathy to anything that is said in 
favour of the Dominion of Canada, but 
I do happen to remember that with 
regard to the possibility of buying 
Canadian horses, we were told that there 
was a very great risk in sending horses 
out in the middle of the Canadian 
winter, which is one of very extreme 
severity, to the climate of South Africa, 
and for that reason it was not desirable 
toresort to Canadian sources of supply to 
the extent which might have been desired. 
As to other sources of supply, it has 
been constantly assumed in these dis- 
cussions that the War Office sat with 
folded arms and took no steps whatever to 
ascertain where horses and other trans- 
port animals could best be obtained. 1 
am able to say that in the month of July, 
1899, which was some time before the 
war broke out, we sent officers to Italy, 
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Spain, the United States, and to Australia, 
for the express purpose of marking down 
and ascertaining where horses and mules 
could best be obtained. 

Then we come to the alleged failure 
of the Remount Department to make use 
of the assistance of the Military Attachés. 
There is the extraordinary story of Colonel 
St. Quintin’s telegram to Colonel Ward- 
rop; but surely the fact that Colonel St. 
Quintin omitted to sign his telegram puts: 
that argument, so far as this particular 
affair is concerned, out of Court. The 
Remount Department by that time had 
acquired a very considerable amount of 
information with regard to the best source 
of horse supply, and was buying horses all 
over the world at a great rate, and I 
doubt extremely whether anything would 
have been gained by dragging the Military 
Attachés into the matter. I should cer- 
tainly be inclined to suggest that it would 
be impossible to use them as agents for 
the purchase of horses. I believe that 
that would be probably and not impro- 
perly objected to by the Governments 
to which they are accredited. The 
utmost that they could have done for us 
would have been to give us the names of 
vendors of horses, and of these vendors, 
by that time, we had a very considerable 
number already upon our list. But I 
fully admit that one of the lessons of this 
war has been that the Remount Depart- 
ment should be placed upon a footing 
better adapted to cope with a great emer- 
gency, more particularly because in the 
wars of the future mounted troops are 
likely to play a more considerable part 
than they have done in former days. 

There is one other thing which I 
should like to say, and that is to express 
my belief that a great part of 
these complaints, as to the bad quality 


of the remounts which went out to 
South Africa are attributable to the 
fact that these wretched horses. when 


they got there, were not given sufficient 
time to recover from the effects of the 
journey before they were sent up to the 
front. You may the finest 
animals in the world, but if you land 
them exhausted by a long sea journey 
and put them to hard work at once they 
will fail you and will become “ flat 
catchers,’ and worthy of any other 
designation of the kind that you mav 
think fit to attach to them. While that 
is the case I am bound to say that, so 


choose 
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far as the care of the horses on ship- 
board is concerned, the War Office 
authorities have, to my mind, a very 
good case indeed. They are able to show 


that out of something like 300,000 
horses altogether only 33 per cent. were 
lost on the j journey to South Africa, and 
of the large number of mules sent 


out only 24 per cent. I dwell on this 
fact, for I remember distinctly the 
charges that were made—the “ scandals ” 
as they were termed—in relation to the 
shipment of horses, the rotten forage, 
and the defective horse-fittings. It 
just one of those cases where the word 
‘scandal’ was freely buzzed all over the 
place. These figures, however, I think, 
show that this part of the work of 
the Quartermaster-General’s Department 
was done in a very creditable manner in- 
deed. As I said a moment ago, these 
wretched horses were sent to the front in 
an exhausted state, and consequently they 
died in great and I know 
nothing to my mind in the story of this 
campaign more pitiable, or which fills 
me with deeper compassion, than the 
thought of the sufferings to which these 
poor dumb creatures were subjected 
in their existence at the seat of 
war, 


was 


rum bers, 


| " 
short 


There was only one way in which this 


evil could have been remedied, and that 
would have been by the accumula- 
tion in Cape Colony before the war 
broke out of a very large reserve 
of horses and transport animals. So 
far as our knowledge now goes, I am 


inclined to say that nothing short of a 
reserve of some 40,000 or 50,000 would 
have been of any appreciable use for 
such a purpose. I do not suppose that 
anybody will contend that the Govern- 
ment then in power, or any Government, 
could have accumulated such a reserve 
of horses in South Africa in the cireum- 
then existing. Think what 
been said here and elsewhere 
anything of the 


stances 
would have 
if we had attempted 
kind. What would have been said by 
the critics who tried continually, in the 
summer of 1899, to show not only that 
there was no cause for war but no cause 
for preparation for war? It is humanly 
certain that if we had begun to collect a 
great reserve of horses of this kind the 
immediate effect would have been to 
precipitate hostilities, and the invasion 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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' of British territory earlier than it actually 
occurred. 

Then the noble Earl complains that we 
do not grant an immediate inquiry, but I 
can assure him there is no desire at the 


War Office to shield culprits if there be 
any. He has represented us as trying to 


put him off with the Court of Inquiry on 
General Truman. The noble Earl spoke 
of shifting the matter on to a Military 
Court of Inquiry, but I can assure him that 
nothing of the kind is desired by us. The 
Court of Inquiry on General Truman is not 
intended as a substitute for the fuller 
inquiry promised. General Truman asked 
for a Court of Inquiry, and according to 
the regulations he has a right to this 
Court, and will obtain it. But that is not 
an attempt to elude another and more far- 
reaching inquiry for which the noble Earl 
ig so anxious. But that larger inquiry 
could not, in my opinion, take piace with 
advantage at this moment. [t would 
unquestionably involve the summoning of 
a large number of now at the 
front and others concerned in the manage- 
ment of the Remount Department, and 
also officers of those which 
remounts have been attached, and who 
alone can tell us what the quality of the 
animals was. The noble Earl asks if we 
are going to lay on the Table any reports 
from South Africa, and I am able to tell 
him we are going to lay reports from 
South Africa, and that these rep: yorts = 
refer to Hungarian and other kinds « 
horses. What we most dads is ie 
these matters shall be thoroughly cleared 
up. If there are cul; prits let them by 
all means be punished for their offences, 
but, to my mind, this is a comparatively 
small consideration. The important con- 
sideration is that we spare no 
pains to turn to account our dearly-honght 
experience, and that the Remount De- 
partment for the future shall be placed on 
a footing which will render it amply 
petent to deal with any emergency it will 
hereafter be called upon to meet. 
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Kart SPENCER: My Lords, this is 
not a convenient time to enter upon a 
discussion of a very serious character, 
and I will not go at length into the 
subject, but after the speech of the 
noble Marquess I feel bound to say a 
few words. The noble Marquess seemed 
to think that those who were making 
criticisms on this matter were not doing 








12: 


jus 
Cor 
sid 
Ye 
ser 
ing 
dot 
Aft 
int 
Co1 
tim 
wo! 
spe 
and 
he 
not 
of 
in 
he é 
now 
that 
oug 
sto} 
witl 
this 
in : 
Man 
use 
wit] 
the 
bros 
inqt 
T 
and 
but 
thes 
were 
beer 
Now 
or tl 
cut-< 
hors 
to be 
such 
this 
spok 
they 
that 
shou 
ther 
anyt 
othe 
the 
quot 
their 
ever 
ot hc 
and | 
passe 





1228 


tually 


at we 
but I 
t the 
re be 
ng to 
ry on 
spoke 
litary 
1 that 

The 
is not 
fuller 
asked 
ng to 
» this 
is not 
re far- 
» Earl 
quiry 
with 
vould 
ing of 
b the 
nage- 
>, and 
which 
who 

the 


from 
s will 
ds of 
that 
eared 
m by 
ances, 
tively 
> con- 
re no 
onght 
t De- 
ed on 
com- 
t will 


his is 
on a 
ucter, 
> the 
r the 
say a 
emed 
king 


doing 








Private Bill 


1229 


justice to the services of the Yeomanry | 


Committee. Now we who are on this 
side of the House consider that the 
Yeomanry Committee did very great 
service. They did good service in bring- 
ing forward a class of men, who, no 
doubt, have been of value in the South 
African war. They had a large share 
in the work, and we ought to thank the 
Committee, and be grateful, At the same 
time, we hardly think that some of their 
work was successful The noble Marquess 
speaks as if there had been no inquiry 
and noreport on this matter. Of course, 
he may say that further inquiry should 
not be made on account of the difficulty 
of obtaining evidence from _ officers 
in the field. He may say that, but 
he appears to me to disregard the report 
now before us. I cannot help thinking 
that this report, a most valuable report, 
ought to lead to great reform and the 
stopping of great abuses in connection 
with this subject of remounts. Now that 
this Committee has been — successful 
in showing up—it is a word the noble 
Marquess does not like, but I venture to 
use it—these great scandals in connection 
with the purchase of horses, we claim that 
the same inquiry should be made on a 
broad basis, independent of this military 
inquiry. 

The subject has been amply discussed, 
and [ will not go over the ground again, 
but I may mention one thing in regard to 
these purchases of horses. It is said we 
were in an emergency and should have 
been glad to get anything at any price. 
Now it appears to me that this Committee, 
or those who went out, had apparently a 
cut-and-dried plan; they were to buy 
horses up to a certain price, and the price 
to be paid in Hungary and elsewhere was 
such as probably might have been paid in 
this country. The noble Marquess has 
spoken of middlemen as necessary, and so | 
they may be, but not to such an extent 
that out of £111,000 a profit of £44,000 
should go into their pockets. I conceive 
there has been a gross scandal, and if 
anything of the kind has occurred in | 
other places the sooner it is stopped 
the better. The noble Marquess has | 
quoted two friends of mine and. 
their evidence. Viscount Valentia, as | 


everybody knows, is an admirable judge | 
of horses; he has been master of hounds, 
and an enormous number of horses have | 
passed through his hands. He does not | 


Vol CIL 


{FourTH SERIES, | 
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entirely commend these Hungarian 
horses, and there are passages which 
show that his opinionis not far from the 
description ‘‘flat-catchers.”’ I hardly 
think that anybody with knowledge of 
horses will say that the noble Viscount’s 
description is that of a horse that will 
do heavy work in a rough country. 
Another friend of mine, Colonel Wardrop, 
is now military attaché at Vienna, and 
I agree it would be a bad thing to employ 
an officer in that position to buy horses ; 
but when he happens to be an expert 
as Colonel Wardrop is, I think those 
who had to buy should have obtained 
information from him. He is a brilliant 
rider, and one of the best possible judges, 
and has been resident in Vienna for a 
long time, and I have no doubt is well 
acquainted with the classes of horses to 
be bought. His account is not a flatter- 
ing or satisfactory one. I cannot help 
impressing on His Majesty’s Government 
the immense importance of this inquiry, 
which should be carried out promptly 
and thoroughly. Such scandals as have 
been shown to have occurred should be 
prevented elsewhere. We have a strong 
vase for pressing the Government to 
insist on further inquiry. 
House adjourned at a quarter past 
Eight o'clock, till to-morrow, 
half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 13th February, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpeAKeR laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
Viz. :—| 

London and India Docks (Various 
Powers) Bill. 
West Gloucestershire Water Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


2W'! 
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PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 | LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOT. 
COMPLIED WITH). | LAND) BILL. 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the oped Petitions in favour, from Aberdeen ; 
Report from one of the Examiners of | Glasgow ; and Fountainbridge (two); to 
Petitions for Private Bills, that in the | lie upon the Table. 
case of the following Bill, referred on the . -_ 

; : % ; LICENSING BILL. 

First Reading thereof, Standing Order | 
No. 63 has been complied with, viz.:— | 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply | 


Two Petitions from Eccles, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Bill. | MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 

Ordered, The Bill be read a second | Sees Ses, 

time. Petition from Oxford, against; to lie 
| upon the Table. 





WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
Mayor, £ s nie : 
layor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of oud Lyne; Chickenley Heath ; Low Laithes ; 


county borough of West Ham, and to Grange Moor ; and Bradford ; to lie upon 
make further provision for the good | she Table 


government of that borough; and for | 

other purposes,” read the first time; to| PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 

be read a second time |(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
j I 


| MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
|  Petitionsin favour, from Ashton-under- 


| LL. 
SHEFFIELD, ROTHERHAM, AND | Petitions in favour, from Warrender 
BAWTRY RAILWAY BILL. | Park; Anniesland; Glasgow ; and Dun- 


“For making railways from Sheffield | dee; to lie upon the Table. 
and Rotherham to Bawtry; and for | a: Lg are 
other purposes,” read the first time; to | SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND). 
be read a second time. Petition from Dundee, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

SCARBOROUGH TRAMWAYS BILL. 

“To incorporate the Scarborough VIVISECTION. 

Tramways Company and to empower! Petition from London, for prohibition ; 
that Company to make and maintain | to lie upon the Table. 

tramways and to execute certain street | Bu ae 

works in the borough of Scarborough ; oe 
to empower the Mayor, Aldermen, and RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Burgesses of the borough to provide golf- — 

links and recreation grounds; and for | CABLE COMMUNICATIONS. 
other purposes,’ read the first time; to 
be read a second time. 





Copy presented of First Report of 
|the Inter-Departmental Committee on 

——— | Cable Communication [by ommand]; 
PETITIONS. | to lie upon the Table. 


POSITION OF BRITISH FIRMS IN 
FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


CLUBS REGISTRATION (SCOTLAND). | Copy presented of Memorandum re- 
Petition from Dundee,*for legislation ; | specting the Position of Industrial and 
to lie upon the Table. ~ -;Commercial Establishments owned or 


. | managed by British Subjects or Com- 

COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. | panies in Foreign Countries [by 
Petitions in favour ; from Low Laithes ; Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

Grange Moor ; Batley ; and Bradford ; to 


lie upon the Table. MINES AND QUARRIES. 


Copy presented of General Report and 
LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT | Statistics for the year 1900, Part IV.; 
(1854) AMENDMENT BILL. Colonial and Foreign Statistics ; Statistics 
Petition from Dundee, in favour; to | relating to Persons employed, Output and 
lie upon the Table. Accidents at Mines and Quarries in the 








12s 
Bri 
[by 


d 


tior 
Ap) 


the 


jb 


Cor 
No. 
Tab 


(No 
Pat 
Nor 


JS to 


Arn 
Offi 


Sout 


M 
I be; 
sury 
the ( 
dete 
susp’ 
was | 
the ‘ 
by I 
exan 
on be 
and 
mani 
to \ 
Tran 
well 
mark 
alleg 
rifles 
thenc 
havir 
Zoe 
Durb 
and | 
withe 
exam 





1232 
(SCOT. 


rdeen ; 
0); to 


AVOUT ; 


VIFE’S 
to lie 


LL. 

under- 
aithes ; 
e upon 


JSING) 
MENT 


‘render 
d Dun- 


ND). 
lation ; 


bition ; 


yort of 
tee on 
nand]; 


iS IN 


um re- 
al and 
ned or 
> Com- 


; [ by 
e. 


ort and 
rt IV.; 
atistics 
yut and 
in the 








1233 Questions, {13 Fepruary 1902} Questions. 1234 


British Colonies and Foreign Countries| January, 1900, exercised its authority 
[by Command]; to lie uponthe Table. over the “Herzog” by ordering the 
release of certain of the passengers on 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (CODE, 1902). board, and that the “Herzog” was re- 
Copy presented of Code of Regula- leased by order of His Majesty’s Govern- 
tions for Day Schools, 1902, with ment of 8th January, 1900, without any 
Appendices [by Command]; to lie upon | ¢Xamination of the ship, the officers, the 
the Table. crew, or the cargo being allowed to be 
made by the Prize Court at Durban, do 
TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS | His Majesty’s Government propose to 
SERIES). /make any compensation to the officers and 
crew of H.M.S. “Thetis” for thus depriv- 
ing them of the prize money they would 
have been entitled to in case the “ Her- 
| zog” had, after examination, been con- 
NEW WRIT. demned by the Prize Court ? 


Copy presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 573 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


ier ‘Kilkenny. County of Kilkenny | ‘Tue FIRST LORD or tae TREAS- 
has : fy ae ote URY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
Patrick M Dermott, Esquire (Manor of E.): The German claims were satisfied by 
Northstead).—(Sir Thomas Esmonie.) the payment of the lump sum named, and 
EAST INDIA (ARMY CHANGES). no specific Portion of it‘ was allotted to 
; the “Herzog.” The ship's manifest 
Address for “Copy of a Memorandum | showed large quantities of provisions, 
regarding the Changes in the Native | jron ware, tools, drugs, bandages, acids, 
Army of India, prepared by the Indian | etc., consigned to Mr. Pott, and other 
Office in March 1900.—(Mr. Schwann). | suspected Transvaal agents ; also cases of 
/macaroni consigned to Mr. Pott, of 
/which warning had been received that 
(3.35.) QUESTIONS. 'they really contained rifles. After the 
release of the “ Herzog,” however, H.M. 
Consul at Lourengo Marques reported 
South African War Contraband of War— | that she had not landed any contraband 
Right of Search- Facil Herzog.” of war at that place, though ‘subseque ntly 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): he reported that the greater portion of 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- | the flour on the “ Herzog ” had gone to the 
sury what portion of the £28,380 paid to | Transvaal. As the “ Herzog ” was never 
the German Government in respect of the placed in the Prize Court, that Court 
detention of German vessels detained on could not, and did not, cimsiihiia any 
suspicion of carrying contraband of war jurisdictipn over the vessel. The release 
was paid in respect of the “ Herzog.” Was | of the “Herzog” was due to orders 
the “ Herzog,” on her visit and detention | emanating directly from H.M. Govern- 
by H.M.S. “Thetis,” shown by the papers! ment. . 
examined by the boarding officers to have | | 
on board quantities of provisions, clothing, | Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Do I under 
and chemicals suited to the purposes of | stand thé right hon. Gentleman to say 
manufacturing explosives, all consigned | that the passengers were not released by 
to Mr. Potts, then Vice Consul ok the | the peremptory order of the High Court ? 
Transvaal Republic at Delagoa Bay, as | | 
well as cases shipped at Naples and| Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: As the “Her- 
marked as containing macaroni, but 20g” never appeared before the Prize 
alleged by the captors to contain 1,700 Court, I assume that it did not carry out 
rifles packed at Lausanne and Zurich and | the operation to which the hon. Member 
thence transmitted to Naples. And, Yefers. | 
having regard to the fact that the “ Her- | 
zog” was "hale by H.M.S. “Thetis” | Searching for Contraband of War— 
Durban, after visit and sent | Present Practice. 
and tendered there to the Prize Court! Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
without bulk being broken or the cargo|ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
examined, that the Prize Court on 6th | | whether, seeing that the last visit by 


2W2 


| 
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His Majesty’s cruisers of a ship on 
the high seas, in order to ascertain 
whether contraband of war was being 
carried on, took place on 27th June, 1900, 
His Majesty’s Government has rescinded 
or varied the orders in force previous 
to that date directing His Majesty’s 
cruisers to visit and detain and bring 
in for trial vessels suspected of such 
traftic ; What other means His Majesty’s 
Government have adopted of stopping 
that introduction of foreign recruits 
and intercourse with Europe of which 
Lord Kitchener complained in _ his 
despatch of 8th November, 1901; and 
whether. in view of the fact of Lord 
Kitchener’s statement that the measures 
taken have been ineffectual for their 
purpose, His Majesty's Government will 
now consider ,and adopt other and more 
effective measures. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Foreign 
Ottice, on October 6th, 1900, gave orders 
to Her Majesty’s Consuls at European 
ports to discontinue watching for the 
shipment and transhipment of arms and 
ammunition to the Transvaal. In con- 
sequence of that order the Department 
was asked, on October 13th, whether the 
searching of vessels for contraband of 
war in South African waters by Her 
Majesty's ships should be discontinued. 
The Foreign Oftice replied, after consult- 
ation with the War Office and the 
Colonial Office, that it was considered 
that searching might be stopped. 
Telegraphic orders to discontinue search- 
ing were sent to the naval commanders, 
but the patrol of the coasts was con- 
tinued, as we'll as searching in the case 
of any suspicious landing. The difficul- 
ties of searching vessels at sea under the 
present conditions of shipping cargo are 
very great. 

British South Africa Company. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury when His Majesty’s 
Government propose to continue the 
inquiry into the administration of the 
British South Africa Company and the 
alterations desirable in the Government 
of the territories under the control of the 
Company, which was remitted to a Select 
Committee of this House in 1896, but as 
to which the Committee through want 
of time failed to report. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We do not 
propose to continue the inquiry the 
hon. Gentleman refers to. As he well 
knows, there have been changes made 
in the administration of the British 
South Africa Company consequent upon 
the inquiry which has been already 


held. 


Suggested War Tax on Steamship 
Companies. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): [ beg to ask Mr Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether he will consider 
the advisability of imposing a tax for 
war purposes on the Steamship Com- 
panies in respect of all passengers enter- 
ing Great Britain and Ireland from 
places Abroad who are not residents in 
Great Britain and Ireland, which 
system has been adopted by the United 
States. 


Tat CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  Beacu, 


Bristol, W): No, Sir 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: In reference 
to Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
alleged difticuity of carrying out such a 
system of taxation, it could be carried 
out ina simple manner —— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Home Charges for the South African 
Field Force. 

Srrk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office if, having 
regard to the reduction by Lord 
Kitchener of the total expenses of the 
Field Force in South Africa to about 
£2,500,000 per month for pay, food, 
and transport. he can generally state 
the amount of the Home charges per 
month for the force in South Africa and 
under what main heads they are in- 
curred, and to what extent Lord 
Kitchener is consulted upon the subject. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The main Home charges are as 
follows :— 


Sea Transport £600,000 


Horses and Mules ... 400,000 
Provisions and Forage 700,000 
Clothing 200,000 
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1237 Questions. 
Stores 200,000 
Miscellaneous, ¢. 9. " Officers’ 
pay, Separation Allowances, 
ete. us oa ... 400,000 
Total £2,500,000 


It is the business of the Home author- 
ities to supply the Army and to meet 
all Lord Kitchener’s requisitions, but he 
is not consulted as to the home charges 
in respect of these services, nor do I 
think it would be right to lay such an 
additional burden upon him. 


Remounts—Purchases in New Orleans. 

CapTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.): I 
beg toask the Secretary of. State for War 
whether, seeing that accusations were 
brought in the United States against an 
officer connected with our Remount De- 
partment, that the War Office took 
action as regards the case, and that the 
officer in question did not clear his 
character, the Government will inme- 
diately institute an inquiry into all the 
circumstances connected with the pur- 
chase of remounts in the United States. 


accusation of 
on horses 
Orleans 


Mr. BRODRICK: An 
having received commission 
bought was made in New 
against a veterinary officer connected 
with the Remount Department. He was 
ordered to take steps to clear his 
character by bringing an action against 
his accuser, or to resign his commission. 
He resigned his commission, forfeiting 
his gratuity of £800. The work of the 
Remount Department in New Orleans 
is being most carefully watched, and the 
Administration of the service there is 
one among the questions which will come 
before the Military Court of Enquiry 
which will shortly assemble. 


Duration of Horse life—Instructions to 
Government Buyers, &c. 


Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, 
Mid.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for Warif his attention has been called to 
the fact that out of 240,000 horses em- 
barked for South Africa in the two years 
ending December 1901, only 50,000 were 
purchased in the United Kingdom ; and 
if he can state whether the instructions 
to Government buyers and veterinaries 
were the same at home and abroad ; and 
whether any reports have been received 
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Questions. 1238 
showing the duration of life and military 
value of horses from the United Kingdom 
and horses from other countries. 

Mr. BRODRICK: The actual numbers 
were 59,800. The instructions given to 
Govern{nent buyers and veterinaries were 
almost the same for home and abroad, 
but sone contracts abroad were made at 
a fixed |price, and in the ease of home 
purchases a top price was set for certain 
classes of horses. It is very difficult to 
estimate the duration of life of these 
_horses, jas they have been worked under 
such dissimilar conditions. As regards 
military value, the reports tend to show 
that British and American horses have 
stood one better than those from other 
countries except South Africa. 

Caprhin NORTON: Has it not been 
computed that the average life of the 
total number of horses is about six 
weeks i 





[No answer was returned. | 


Meat Gontracts—Cold Storage Company. 
Mr. | JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
Saffron) Walden): I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for War whether 
the Cold Storage Company, Limited, 
have tained during the war any 


cattle jcaptured by British troops in 
South | Africa, and from such cattle 
providdd meat for the troops; if so, 
will h¢ state what price was paid, if 
any, for such cattle, and how many 
head of cattle were obtained or pur- 
chased) what price was paid by the 
Government to the Cold Storage Com- 
pany, |Limited, for the meat obtained 
from the captured cattle, and what 
was the quantity. 


THe FINANCIALSECRETARY To THE 


WAR DFFICE (Lord Stantey, Lanca- 
shire, | Westhoughton): The military 
authorjties in South Africa made a 


contraqt with the Cold Storage Com- 
pany in February last by which live 
stock which was captured was handed 
over td the Company, who provided 
drivers|and butchers for dealing with 
it. In |cases in which the Company was 
required to keep the cattle till de- 
manded, they paid at the rate of 8d. 
per lb.| of dead meat issued, and if 

| 

| 


| 
| 
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slaughtered promptly 9d. The Govern- 
ment paid 10d. per lb. for all meat 
as required, the difference covering the 
cost of slaughtering and driving, and 
keeping when required. Captured cattle 
have been, and are still being, handed 
over on these terms. The contract 
comes to an end on 3lst March. I 
cannot undertake to obtain the quantity 
as it would involve immense clerical 
labour. It should be remembered in 
connection with the profits made by 
the Cold Storage Company that their 
operations were not confined to dealings 
with the Government, and that a large 
portion of their business was in frozen | 
meat. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE: Is it not a) 
fact that in many instances the captured 
cattle were actually butchered by the 
troops, and that, therefore, the Cold 
Storage Company did not tender any 


service at all in connection with the 
supply ? 

Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. That is 
all the information I have. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg 


to ask the Secretary of State for War | 
if any of the cattle captured by His 
Majesty’s troops in South Africa have 
been sold, either by auction or by private | 
tender ; and if any of these cattle have 
been bought by the Cold Storage Com- 
pany, and subsequently delivered as fresh 
meat under the terms of their contract ; | 
if so, will he give instructions that cap- 
tured cattle shall in future not be sold, | 
but be utilised to reduce the quantities | 
required from the contractor. | 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware 
whether any cattle captured in South 
Africa have been sold by auction or | 
private tender, but in the contract just 
made, captured cattle are reserved, and | 
will be utilised wherever possible to re- | 
duce the quantities required of the) 
contractor. | 


Messrs. Houlder and Mr. Bergl. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : | 

I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the | 
War Office whether, in view of an action | 
pending involving grave issues between | 
underwriters of Lloyds and Messrs, | 
Houlder, he will consider the advisability | 


| 
| 
‘ 
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of discontinuing the employment of 
Messrs. Houlder so long as the action 
remains undetermined. 


Lorp STANLEY: There is no present 


| War Office contract with Messrs. Houlder. 


At the beginning of the war they held 
contracts for the War Office to carry 


|horses from foreign and colonial ports, 


but in April, 1901, the War Office 
terminated these contracts and transferred 
the business to the Admiralty Transport 
Department, who have employed various 
shippers. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Are not Messrs. 


| Houlder in the contract with Mr. Bergl ! 


Lorp STANLEY: They are shippers. 


Mr. Bergl’s Meat Contract. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Financial Secre 
tary to the War Office whether the 
persons named by him in connection 
with the formation of a company to carry 
out Mr. Bergl’s contract undertook to 
procure the incorporation of such a com- 
pany and to find the required capital ; 
and whether such a company has yet 
been registered ; and, if so, what is the 
amount of its capital. 


Lorp STANLEY: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The registration has been applied for in 
Pretoria, but the usual formalities are 
being gone through, and it has not yet 
been notified to the War Office. The 
capital is £650,000. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: May 
I take it that it was part of the arrange- 
ment with Mr. Bergl that these gentle- 
men should form the company ? 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir. 
Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 


field): What was the name of the com- 
pany 


Lorp STANLEY: I forget the exact 
title. I believe itis the Imperial Cold 
Meat Storage Company. 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): Will 
the noble Lord undertake to provide a 
special staff at the War Office to carry 
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on the operations of company promot- 
ing ? 


Questions. 


Mr. Rhodes and the Bergl Contract. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to 


ask the Financial Secretary to the War | 
held | 
any communication with Mr. Rhodes, or | 
any person or persons professing to) 


Office whether the Government 


represent Mr. Rhodes, or any persons 
professing to represent Mr. Bergl, or any 
of his associates in the Berg! contract, 
before the tender for the meat contract 
in South Africa was submitted by Mr. 
Bergl. And whether, before the contract 
was granted to Mr. Bergl, any assurance 
was conveyed, either to him or to anyone 
associated with him, or to anyone who 
could convey such information to him or 
any of his associates in the contract, in 
regard to distribution and storage of meat 
in South Africa. 


Lorp STANLEY : No communication 
of any sort took place between the 
Government and Mr. Rhodes, or anyone 
professing to represent Mr. Rhodes, before 
Mr. Bergl submitted a tender for the 
meat contract. A number of firms who 
might possibly compete for the contract 
were invited to call at the War Office to 
obtain any information they required 
before tendering. Over 30 attended, 
amongst whom was Mr. Bergl, and the 
same information was supplied to them 
all. 


British Prisoners at Bermuda. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will state the number of 
British subjects who have been trans- 
ported to Bermuda under Martial Law, 
by what authority are they detained there, 
and are they subjected to solitary con- | 
finement ? | 


Mr. BRODRICK: These prisoners, 
who are 219 in number, are isolated 
from others. They are not in solitary 
confinement. They are held in Bermuda 
_ the same authority as prisoners of | 

ar. 


Kumasi Campaign. | 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W. R., Barnsley: I beg toask the Secre- | 
tary of State for War whether a clasp | 


{13 Fepruary 1902} 


| 
| 
| 
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|or clasps will be issued for the punitive 
| expedition against the Ashantis, which 
‘lasted from 15th July, 1900, the date of 
the reliefof Kumasi, until the 31st De- 
| cember, \1900, andi nvolved repeated 
a 

Mr. BRODRICK: In accordance with 
Army Order 249 of December, 1901, 
the clasp |‘Kumasi ” will be granted to 
those actually concerned in the defence 
or relief df Kumasi. The other opera- 
| tions subsequent to the relief are not 
considered of sufficient importance for the 
grant of aj clasp. 


Officers’ Uniform Change. 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): On behalf of the hon. Member for 
Leicester, Sir John Rolleston, I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the Army Order as 
to the new service dress, he will take 
into consideration the case of officers 
who have jpined their regiments within 
the last six}months, and who have been 
consequently put to unnecessary expense 
in their outfits. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have already 
explained t¢ the House that the regula- 
tions dealing with the introduction of 
the new service dress are intended to 
secure officers from expenditure other 
than that! attendant on the usual 
replacement, of worn-out uniform, but 
that cases jof special hardship will be 
considered jon their merits. I under- 
stand these jcases are likely to be few in 
number, anid intimation that changes 
would take !place was made on the 20th 
December, before the order, so as to 


save officers, if possible, from unneces- 





sary expense. 


| 
Army Hay Contracts. 
Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War whether any contract has been 
entered into at any time since October 
1899, for the supply of hay, free on 
board at a|British port, at a price of 
£9 or more ver ton; and, if so, whether 
he can state! the total amount of hay so 
bought, and the date or dates of the 
contract or ‘contracts. 


Lord STANLEY: No such con- 
tract has been made by the War Office, 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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and no payments for hay have been 
made at such a high price or near it. 


Questions. 


War Office Clerkships. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: 
to ask the 
War if members of the Volunteer, Militia, 


and Yeomanry forces who have served | 
{2 months with the | 


will be | 


for not less than 
Field Force in South Africa 
admitted as candidates for War Office 
military clerkships, 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Will the. 


places be open to officers ? 


Mr. BRODRICK was understood to 
reply that that point was not definitely 


decided. 


Inspection of War Office Stores. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.\: I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can explain 
why no definite provision is made 
for the inspection of veterinary and 
medical stores in the (War Office) 
Order in Council of 4th November, 
1901, while the inspection of ordnance 
and engineer stores is specifically pro- 
vided for therein. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The inspection of 
veterinary and medical stores is carried 
out by the officers of the Army Veteri- 
nary Department and the Army Medical 
Corps, under the orders of the Quarter- 
master General andthe Director General, 
Army Medical Service, who are charged 
with the duty of their inspection. In the 
case of the Director General of Ordnance, 
who is charged with the provision of 
warlike stores, it was necessary to draw 
a specific distinction between the in- 
spection of those which are purely engi- 
neer stores, the responsibility for the 
quality of which rests with the Inspector 
General of Fortifications, and that of 
the warlike stores belonging to other 
branches of the Army, tor which the 


Director General of Ordnance is respon- | 


sible. 


Composition of Army Corps. 
” Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, _ S. 
Molton) : I beg to ask the Secretary of | 


{COMMONS} 


I beg | 


Secretary of State for) 
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| State for War what number of men, speci- 
fying Regulars and Militia, now compose 
| the first, second, and third Army Corps 
| respectively, and what has been done 
to constitute the fourth, fifth, and 
sixth Army Corps. 

Mr. BRODRICK : No useful purpose 
would be served by giving these Re- 
turns while we have 200.000 men 
serving in South Africa. Thefourth, fifth, 
and sixth Army Corps will not be con- 
stituted until the termination of the 
South African campaign. 

Defence of Coaling Stations—Naval or 
Military Control. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
defence of coaling stations will be under 


the charge of the Naval or Military 
_authorities for the future. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No change has 


been made in the existing arrange- 
ments for the defence of coaling 
stations. 


Artificer Engineers. 

Mr. PLUMMER (Newecastle-on-Tyne): 
On behalf of the hon. and gallant 
Member for Kilmarnock Burghs, I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he can state what is the horse 
power of the largest vessel in the Fleet 
on which artificer engineers have full 
charge of the machinery, and what is 
the rate daily of pay and pension on retir- 
ing of such artificers. 


THE SECRETARY 10 THE 
ADMIRALTY (Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER, 
Belfast, W.): The largest vessels in 


which artificer engineers have full charge 
of machinery are sloops ot 1,400 I.H.P. 
The pay of an artificer engineer on pro- 
motion is 8s. 6d. a day, rising to 9s. 6d. 
after five years service in the rank, and 
10s. 6d. after 10 years service. Artificer 
engineers in charge of engines are 
eligible for additional allowances, of 
which the average amount is 9d. per 
day. They are eligible on retirement 
at the age of 55 to pensions ranging 
from £50 to £120, according to length 


| of service. 


Trade with Persia—Nushki Route. 
Eart PERCY (Kensington, §,): 1 beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
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whether he can state the value of the | 


Questions. 


import and export trade between Persia | natives 


and India by the Nushki route for the | 
years 1896-1901. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA Lord G. Hamizron, Middlesex, | 
Ealing): The following are the figures | 
since April 1897, when the Nushki trade | 
was first separately recorded :— 





1897-98. 1898-99. 1899-1900. | | 1900- 01. 
Rs Rs. | Rs | Rs. 

Imports | 3,65,608 3,46,824 | 6,82,019 | 7,48,021 
into 
British | 
Belu- 
chistan | 
through | 
Nushki. | 

Exports 2,84,321 3,81,258 5,53,393 | 7,86,431 
| 


from do. 
Total 

Trade. 

Rs. _ | 





5,89,929 7,28,082 12,35,412 |15,34,452 














Indian Cable Rates—Reduction. 

Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire): Can 
the Secretary of State for India confirm 
the statement that the telegraph rates 
to India are to be reduced to 2s. 6d. 
per word. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The difficulties 
which had been experienced in arranging 
for a reduction of the telegraph rates 
to and from India have now been 
removed, and a notification has been 
sent by the Post Office to the Inter- 
national Bureau at Berne that the rate 
will be reduced from 4s. to 2s. 6d. It 
is hoped that this reduction will be intro- 
duced very shortly, but the necessity of 
complying with the forms of the ‘Tele- 
graph Convention makes it difficult to 
state the exact date at present. 


Australian Mail Service—Indian Native 
Sailors. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if he is aware that proposed legis- 
lution is under the consideration of the 
Parliament of the Australian Common- 
wealth under which no postal contracts 
will be given to mail steamers any portion 
of whose crew may be Indian native 


subjects of His Majesty ; and, if so, what | 
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Ihe proposes to take to protect 
of India from the effects of such 


——— 


Lori G. HAMILTON: I am aware 
of the legislation to which the hon. 
Member refers, and I am in communi- 
cation | with the Secretary of State for 
the — on the subject. 


“Anglo apanese Agreement--Communica- 
| tion to the U.S. Government. 
Mr.| NORMAN (Wolverhampton S$.) : 
F beg|to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
| Agreement between Great Britain and 
Japan; signed on 30th January, was 
communicated to the United States 
Government before publication ; and, if 
so, whether the United States Govern- 
ment has expressed any opinion upon it. 
In putting the Question the hon. Member 
said. May | invite the noble Lord to say 
that my original Question on this subject 
was ndt put, as has been widely stated, 
by any arrangement with the Foreign 
Office lor with himself. It is, of course, 
well khown to Members of the House 
that under our Party arrangements that 
would not be the case. Still, it has been 
influentially stated outside to be the case. 


action | 





| 
The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper: 


| 

Mr. |O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): ‘To 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign! Affairs whether the terms or 
substante of the Anglo-Japanese Treaty 
of 30th| January, 1902, have been com- 
municated to the Government of the 
United States, and whether this Govern- 
ment hak declared its adhesion thereto. 

\ 

*Tur | UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE yor FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): The hon. 
Member | is probably referring to 
Questions| which passed between 
us with) regard to the relations 
between this country and America 
at the time of the Cuban war. 
Ne doubt what he says is quite correct. 
There was ho such ar rangement between 
us as to ~ putting of Questions. In 
reply to the {uestion on the Paper, I have 
to say that the substance of the Agree- 
ment was communicated to the United 
States Government before publication. 


\ 


\ 
\ 
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That Government have not yet expressed | 


any opinion on it. be gad <4 "ei 


Mr. NORMAN :'I will take the earliest 
opportunity of calling attention ,to this 
matter. 


Anglo-Japanese Agreement—Inclusion of 
Manchuria—Anglo-German Agreement. 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon 
N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
Anglo-Japanese Treaty of 30th January, 
1902, applies to Manchuria and the 
occupation of that province by Russia ; 
whether the terms or substance of the 
Anglo-Japanese Treaty were communi- 
cated to the German Government ; and, 


if so, has it received the adhesion of the | 


German Government ; 
Anglo-German Agreement, 
Count ven Biilow the Yang-tsze Agree- 
ment, isstill in force; and whether the 
German Government admits that it 
applies to Manchuria. 


The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper : 


Mr. LAMBERT: To ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 


{COMMONS} 


whether the| 
called by | 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
course there is more than one course 
open to the House. If the Opposition 
were to suggest that they were prepared 
to put down a substantive Motion object- 
ing to the course which the Government 
| have pursued, I need hardly say that, in 
|accordance with universal practice, we 
| should find a day in the immediate future 
| for its discussion. Supposing, however, 
| that the Opposition were not prepared to 
/move what, no doubt, would be equiva- 
‘lent to a vote of censure, then the only 
| ordinary method of discussing this or that 
‘interesting question connected with 
Foreign Affairs is on a Vote. I should he 
prepared as soon as I can to put down the 
| Vote on Account, with the Foreign Office 
Vote first, on which it might be discussed, 
|or at some subsequent date the Vote for 
| the Foreign Minister, on which it might 
‘be discussed. Those are the methods 
| which suggest themselves to my mind as 
| being the most convenient. 





Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| (Stirling Burghs): Can the Vote on 
_Account be moved before the Estimates 
| for the year are laid on the Table ? 


if, in the Anglo-Japanese Agreement, the | 


words “ Empire of China”’ include without | 


reservation the province of Manchuria. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: Manchuria is 
no more excluded from the scope of the 
Agreement than any other province of the 
Chinese Empire. The substance of the 
Agreement was communicated to the 
German Government. The Anglo-German 
Agreement is still in force. The hon. 
Gentleman is no doubt aware of the inter- 
pretation placed by the German Govern- 
ment on the application of the Agree- 
ment to Manchuria. 


Mr. O'MARA: Am I to understand 
that Manchuria is included in this Agree- 
ment ? 


* Lorp CRANBORNE: Yes. 


Anglo-Japanese Agreement—Opportunity 
of Discussion by the House. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) : I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will give the House an 
early opportunity for a complete and full 
discussion of the new Anglo-Japanese 
Agreement. 


| Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I believe the 
| Vote on Account can be moved before the 
| general Estimates are on the Table, but I 
| hope the general Estimates will be in the 
| hands of Members at no very late date. 


| Welsh Colonists in Patagonia. 

| Mr. DAVID THOMAS I beg to 
‘ask the Under Secretary of State 
\for Foreign Affairs if he will lay the 
Report of Mr. C. Scott, of His 
Majesty's Legation at Buenos Ayres, into 
the case of the Welsh colonists in Pata- 
gonia upon the Table of the House ; and, 
whether, seeing that the Canadian 
Government is prepared to give land in 
Canada free to Welshmen in Patagonia 
who desire to settle in Canada, he will 
advise the Government to give every 
facility in the way of transport to the 
500 Welsh colonists who have expressed 
their wish to proceed to Canada. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: Mr. C. Scott’s 
Report will be laid shortly. 1 am not 
aware that the Canadian Government 
are prepared to give land free to 
the immigrants from Chubut, or to 





my hon. friend, I have to say that of. 
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give facilities in the way of transport. 
They have, as I stated on the 8th of 
February, sent delegates to investigate 


Questions. 


the question, but I have not yet learned | 


what are the contents of their Report, 
or whether any decision has been taken 
upon it. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS : 
Government give facilities for transport 
if the land is provided free ? 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: Any further 
Question must be addressed to the 
Colonial Secretary. 


Workmens’ Compensation Act. 


*Sik CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his,attention has 
been called to the lack of a provision 
requiring Returns in the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act pointed out in the 
Statistics of proceedings for workmen’s 
compensation during 1900, compiled by 
the Home Office ; and whether he will 


{13 Fepruary 1902} 


Will the) 


\ 

\ 

\ 

\ 
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Questions. 

a charge on the odin Civil Vote, and 
no separate account jis kept of their 
cost of maintenance. \The number of 
military prisoners in civil custody in 
January of the four years mentioned 
was, respectively, 354, 376, 792, and 
774. 





Mr. ° CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Is 
there any charge for this on the Supple- 
mentary Estimate ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly. 


| Alien Immigration — Royal Commission. 

Mayor EVANS-GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he can now say if the inquiry into the 
question of Alien Immigration will b 
entrusted to a Royal Commission or a 
Committee of this House. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLtp Ba.rour, Leeds, 
Central): It is proposed to entrust this 
inquiry to a Royal Commission. 


consider the possibility of inserting a, 


clause providing for such Return in any 
amending Bill. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
RITCHIE, Croydon): Yes, Sir. I am 
well aware of the point to whieh the 
right hon. Baronet draws attention, and 
I will'see that it is considered in con- 
nection with any {Bill amending the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


Cost of Military Prisoners. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
the Home Department whether he) 
can state how much of the Supplement- | 


ary Estimate for Prisons is caused by 
the increased number of 
prisoners in civil prisons; and whether 
he can give the number of military 


prisoners detained in civil prisons on the | 


Ist of January, 1899, 1900, 1901, and 
1902, respectively. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: It is not possible to | 


say precisely what was the extra charge 
accruing for the maintenance of military 
prisoners detained in civil prisons during 


military | 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: When will 
the Royal Commission be appointed ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is im- 
possible to fix the date. It always takes 
time. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I will ask 


again ten days hence. 


Portobello Railway Accident. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been called to the 
accident which resulted in the death of 
James Lumsden, goods guard on the 
North British Railway, at Portobello, on 
‘the 3lst January ; and whether he has 
received any official report showing that 
the wagons were labelled on one side 
only, thus necessitating the man going 
underneath the wagons to see such labels ; 
and whether he can now state the cause 
| of the accident. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The Board 
‘of Trade have received the statutory 
| notice of the accident referred to. The un- 
' fortunate man was found lying in a siding 


the year. Like other prisoners they are| suffering from injuries which shortly 
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proved fatal. 
seen the accident happen. I have ordered 


an inquiry into the circumstances to be | 


held by an Assistant-Inspecting Officer of 
Railways. 


Goods Traffic Between Fawkham and 
Farningham. 


{COMMONS} 


No one appears to have | 
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Member for North Islington.+ I shall be 
happy to give a copy of that answer to 
my hon. friend. I also stated recently 
|in reply to the hon. Member for the 
Rugby Division that as at present advised 
I did not propose to ask for power to 
control the lymph supplied from outside 
sources. 


Mr. BELL: I beg to ask the President | 


of the Board of Trade whether his atten- 
tion has been called to a number of cases 
which have recently occurred in which 
goods trains have become divided when 
running between Fawkham and Far- 
ningham on the South Eastern and 
Chatham Railway resulting in damage ; 
whether he has yet consulted the 
inspecting officers of the Board of Trade 
with reference to the general question of 
breakaways; and whether he proposes 
to publish Reports from the inspecting 
officers with regatd to the matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Since the 
beginning of 1901 only two such acei- 
dents as are referred to by the hon. 
Member have occurred, so far as the 
Board of Trade are aware, viz., on the 
5th December and the 9th of last month. 
The general question of breakaways is 
now under the consideration of the 
Board’s Inspecting Officers of Railways, 
and when I obtain their Report I will 
consider the question of publication. 


Vaccination and Government Lymph. 

Mr. BULL (Hammersmith): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, having regard to the fact 
that any individual may, whether he has 
had any especial experience on the subject 
or not, set up the production and sale, 
without license or inspection, of vaccine 
lymph, and, seeing that vaccination is 
obligatory, whether the Government in- 
tends to enlarge its establishment so as to 
be in a position to supply its own lymph 
to the profession generally, or to exercise 
some control over those outside sources 
from which private practitioners under 
existing conditions are compelled to 
derive their supply. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaALrter 
Lone, Bristol, 5.): As regards the first 
part of the Question, I dealt somewhat 
fully with the subject in my reply on 
Monday last to my hon. friend the 


Vaccination Experiments on Monkeys. 
Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY: I beg 
to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the use of 
smallpox virus passed through pustules 
on monkeys as a source of vaccine by 
Dr. 8. Monckton Copeman, Medical In- 
spector Local Government Board, who 
states that a considerable number of 
children have been vaccinated with 
vaccine thus obtained; and whether the 
Local Government Board has given its 
medical inspector leave to vaccinate 
children with vaccine of such a nature. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Dr. Copeman 
informs me that he has made experi- 
ments of the kind referred to in the 
Question. The Local Government Board 
have not given him permission to 
vaccinate children with lymph yielded by 
the monkey, and I understand that he 
has not in fact done so. In all cases 
the vaccinations have been performed 
with lymph derived directly from the 
ealf. 


Tuberculosis Commission Experiments. 

Sik WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board if he 
can state the localities in which the farms 
are situated at which the experiments 
of the Royal Commission on Tuberculosis 
will be carried out, and the conditions 
on which these farms have been obtained 


_and the necessary laboratories and build- 


ings erected. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The two farms 
referred to are situated in Stansted, in 
Essex. They belong to Sir James Blyth, 
who has most generously placed them 
at the disposal of the Royal Commission 
for experimental work free of charge. 
The Government have expressed to Sir 
James Blyth their warm appreciation of 


+ See page 855. 
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Questions. 


his act, which will greatly facilitate the 
labours of the Commission. Arrange- 
ments have been made for the occupation 
of the farms for a period of three years, 
though it is hoped that the inquiry will 
be completed within a shorter period. 
The Commissioners have caused to be 
erected on the farms the laboratories 
and other buildings necessary for their 
experiments. 


Mineral Royalties. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exehequer if 
he will explain to the House his reason 
for classing as ‘‘ capital” royalties derived 
from minerals. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The question 
of Royalties is a matter of argument, 
which [ must decline to discuss by way 
of Question and answer across the floor 
of the House. 


Walton Postman—Heavy Fine for 
Soliciting a Christmas Box. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he will re-consider the case of 
Postman Walter Coulson, of Malton, 
who in January 1899, was fined a day’s 
pay for having solicited a Christmas 
box, and who is now being further 
penalised in the sum of £7 16s, for the 
same offence by having a good conduct 
stripe, which became due in March, 
1901, deferred until January, 1904, 


Tue FINANCIALSECRETARY rotue 
TREASURY(Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): The Postmaster 
General regrets that in view of the offence 
committed by Coulson in 1899, it was not 
possible to award him a good conduct 
stripe in March last. But it his conduct 
continues good, his case will be re-con- 
sidered before 1904. 


Mail Service between Vancouver and 
Hong Kong. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he is aware that the 
Canadian Pacific Railway and Ocean 
Steamship Company advertise 15 services 
in the year in either direction between 
Vancouver and Hong Kong ; whether the 
mails will be carried by each of these ser- | 
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vices ; and, if so, whether, under the Post 
Office contract with the Company, the 
yearly subsidy of £60,000 for a monthly 
service will be correspondingly increased. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
is the fact that the Canadian Pacific Rail 
way Company advertises and performs 15 
services in the year in each direction be- 
tween Vancouver and Hong Kong, and 
that the mails are carried by each of these 
services. This arises from the circum- 
stance that the Company, for its own 
purposes, sought permission of the Post- 
master General in 1891 to make the 
service three-weekly instead of monthly 
in the summer season ; and the three- 
weekly summer service instituted in 1892 
has been continued ever since. No pay- 
ment was, of course, asked by the Company 
for a change which was sought as a con- 
cession to its own interests, and no extra 
payment has been made by the Post Office; 
nor is the Postmaster General aware of 
any intention on the part of the Govern- 
ment to make any extra payment on 
account of the extra service in the future. 

Scottish Police Superannuation. 

Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate,  see- 
ing that, in their Report on the 
Police Superannuation (Scotland) Bill, 
introduced last session, the Select Com- 
mittee concur in the view that there 
should not be a great difference in the 
attractions provided by the English as 
against the Scottish service, and that, as 
stated in the Report, the Scottish police 
would be willing to accept as satisfactory 
less than the increased scale suggested in 
said Bill, whether the Secretary for Scot- 
land can hold out some hope of bringing 
in a Bill to deal with the question on the 
lines suggested by the report. 


*Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM MurrAy, Buteshire): The 
points referred to in the hon. Member’s 
Question were fully considered before I 
replied to his previous Question.+ I regret 
that I am unable to add anything to the 
reply I then gave. 


Hyde Park Corner. 
Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
I beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the Brompton and 





+ See page 532, 
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Piccadilly Circus Railway Bill of this | of Ireland whether he is aware that 
Session contains a proposal to enable the | Sergeant Callan, Royal Irish Constabu- 
Company to acquire a frontage of 80 | lary, of Kilmihil, County Clare, stopped 
feet and a depth of 48 feet opposite nearly | and arrested a young man of that village, 
to Stratton Street, with power to con-| took him to the police station, stripped 
struct stations and ‘buildings ; whether it | and searched him, and that the young 
is for these purposes that a corner is man was at once released on the return of 
being cut off the Green Park, opposite to | the senior sergeant of police ; and will he 
Hamilton Place, and in proximity to | have the matter investigated and Sergeant 
Hyde Park Corner; and can he take | Callan removed from Kilmihil. 


steps to stop the curtailment of the park. | Mr. WYNDHAM: The man was sus. 


Tae FIRST COMMISSIONER or | Pected of having unlicensed firearms late 
WORKS (Mr. Axers Dovetas, Kent, St. vat night. He refused to allow Sergeant 
Augustine's): Yes, Sir; my attention | Callan to examine him, or to give his 
. aM ’ ? zs neg rack raver 
has been given to this matter, and I have | all — At the barracks, ho ” i he 
already notified to the promoters of the allowed the sergeant to satisfy himself 
Bill that I cannot assent to the proposal that he had eleene-ag concealed, and was 

te hes art of the Green Park. The | 2% once discharged. It is not the fact 
oo Sane #9 ‘ eg -. that the man was stripped. The matter 
widening of the roadway opposite Hamil- alba hag 
Sos Mien ees ‘welling to do with tis | has been fully investigated, and it is not 
ae aa ” | proposed to remove the sergeant. 


ee Major JAMESON : Is it according to 

Congestion in West Clare. the law of the land for the police to treat 
Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): I beg | 4 man in this way ? 

to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | ' 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is now) CAPTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.) : Is it 
prepared, in reference to a Local ‘Govern- | the law in Ireland that a man may be 
ment Board Circular, dated 30th January, | thus stopped and searched ? 
1892, to recommend that West Clare be 
made a congested district. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is a general question which does not 
Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- arise out of the Question on the Paper. 

AND (Mr. WynpuAm, Dover): {The | ’ : 
Gireilar sf 30th January, 1902 (not 1892),; Mr. SW IFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
had reference to the transfer to Clare of a | 8.): “Sheridan.” 

ongested electoral division formerly in 
eat Galway. Legislation would still be Stewart Estate, County Tyrone. 
necessary to constitute the remainder of Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
Clare a congested area. The Census Book | ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
for Clare has not yet been published, and in | Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 40th 
the absence of such information it is not | section of the Land Act of 1896 has been 
possible even to consider whether a case | applied to the Stewart Estate in County 
can be made for amending the Schedule | Tyrone ; and why the offer of the tenants 
of congested districts under the Land Act has not been accepted ; whether he can 
of 1891. | state what is the present position of the 

| estate. 

Masor JAMESON : Is the right hon. | 
Gentleman prepared to bring in a Bill! \fp2 WYNDHAM: The petition for 
dealing with this question 1 sale of this estate was dismissed in March, 

: 1897, by order of the Land Judge, who 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The next Census | has, therefore, no further jurisdiction in 
Book may show a different state of affairs the matter. 
from that prevailing in 1891, and we | 
must wait until we see that. 


| De Freyne Estate—Plan of Campaign. 
alia | Coroner JAMES McCALMONT 
Police Arrest at Kilmihil, Clare. |(Antrim, E.): On behalf of the hon. 
Masor JAMESON: I beg to ask! Member for S. Antrim, I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether his{| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
attention has been called to the evidence aware that the summonses in the 
of Bernard Harte and John M’Dermottroe, Crimes Act cases, which were the sub- 
at French Park, on 8th January, in which ject of the arguments in the cases stated 
they stated that John Fitzgibbon, shop- | in the King’s Bench Division last week, 
keeper, Castlerea, had been handed some | were condemned by all the judges; 
£21 as trustee of the Plan of Campaign | whether these summonses were drafted 
on the De Freyne Estate ; and whether it | hy the junior Crown prosecutor; and 
is proposed to take any action thereon. | whether he will take any steps to 
ee introduce more efficiency into }} this 
Mr. WYNDHAM: My attention has | department in Ireland in the future. 
been called to this evidence, but I am not 


prepared to discuss the hypothetical ad- Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
Seas pig Me rig eon — |is quite in error in supposingjthat the 
: | summonses in the cases mentioned were 
Marcin Cuteeaen ta toeads _ condemned by the Court. On the con- 
trary, they were considered adequate 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): [beg toaskthe and sufficient without amendment. 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of They were drafted by Mr. Edward 
Ireland, in reference to the Return of the Morphy, the Counsel who subsequently 
number of agrarian outrages in Ireland conducted all but one of the cases. No 
during the quarter ending 31st December, | steps such as suggested are necessary. 
1901, whether inquiry has been made by | ‘ 
constabulary authorities into the 11 cases prison Treatment of Dr. Jameson and 
of alleged incendiary fires; whether he | others.—Treatment of Imprisoned Irish 
can say if any of them, and, if so, ~~ Members. 
many, were, in the opinion of the police + 
entitled to be olesilied as comuadgi by |, —% er : I beg to ask the 
the parties seeking compensation. And ey ie he ae 
ad” lie: shatin han inquiry, if any, was tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
~paener fin Jam has been drawn to the fact that when Dr. 
made by the constabulary authorities into J: a ee 
) Bee en Jameson and his associates were sentenced 
the five alleged cases of maiming cattle Rian tonics preci re ; a 
sipataieteneny, o terms oO imprisonment a petition to 
os the Home Secretary was extensively 
signed in the House of Commons, asking 
him to arrange that Dr, Jameson and his 
friends should be treated as first - class 
misdemeanants ; whether, seeing that the 
Home Secretary, immediately on receipt 
of the petition, ordered Major Jameson 
and the other prisoners to be treated as 
first - class misdemeanants, the Irish 
| Government will now take similar action 
in reference to Irish Members of Parlia- 
ment and other Irish eitizens convicted 
under the Criminal Law and Procedure 


(Ireland) Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The 11 cases of 
incendiary fire and the five cases of 
injuries to cattle were closely investigated 
by the police before they were reccrded 
as outrages, and there is no reason to 
believe that any of them were committed 
by the parties seeking compensation. 


Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he will state the 
number of agrarian offences returned for 
Ireland during the quarter ending the. 


31st December, 1901 ; how many of these) s2 WYNDHAM: Dr. Jameson and 
were offences against the person; and | genie raenigaieconagp mnie teammate ce 
whether the figures mark a diminution or | 75 ng agit di Raa - ee itiona 
otherwise in the number of such offences. pardons, the conc ition being that they 

should undergo their sentences, but as 
‘first - class misdemeanants. This was 
' effected by Royal Warrant. The reply to 
the latter part of the Question is in the 
negative. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The replies to the 
first two queries are, 47 and none. These 
figures show a marked decrease. 


we ' | 
Caneten: a Rien: ase | Mr. DILLON: Is it not the fact that 
Mr POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg | immediately after the sentences were pro- 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord! nounced a petition was extensively 
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hawked round this House and signed by 
Members to the Home Secretary, and, as a 
consequence, Dr, Jameson and his friends 
were at once made first-class mis- 
demeanants ? 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no official | 
/condemned by the sanitary authority as 


knowledge of that, but no doubt a_peti- 
tion was signed and presented, and it may 
have had great influence. But what was 
done then was done by exceptional pro- 
cedure by Royal Warrant. 
power enabling the Lord Lieutenant to 
act in the manner suggested. 


Mr. DILLON: Is it not in the 
power of the Lord Lieutenant to order 
that the prisoners shall be treated as 
first-class misdemeanants ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir, not as far 


as I know. 


Strabane Labourers Cottages. 

Mr. M‘FADDEN (Donegal, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the cause of the delay in the holding 
of the inquiry by a Local Government 
Board inspector in connection with repre- 
sentations lodged with the Strabane No. 
2 Rural District Council, over 12 months 
ago, for the erection of labourers’ cottages 
under two schemes formulated by the 
Council. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Board has no scheme before it from 
this council awaiting inquiry. 


Mr. M‘FADDEN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he has received a copy of a 


There is no | 
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District Council about three years ago, 
and the contract for carrying it out has 
not yet been entered into: And if, con- 
sidering that the labourers on whose 
behalf representations were lodged in 
these schemes have been compelled to 
live during the periods named in houses 


Questions. 


unfit for human habitation, steps will be 
taken by the Board to have the schemes 
completed without further delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The only schemes 
in which the usual preliminaries have not 
yet been completed, are those included in 
the Provisional Order of December last, 
and in an Order about to be issued—for 
55 cottages in all. The duty of pressing 
forward the contracts in the cases of the 
remaining 65 cottages authorised by 
Orders previously issued, rests solely with 


the District Council, and the Local 
Government Board is in no way 
responsible. 


Maintenance of Irish Criminal Lunatics, 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 


of the passing of Act 1, Edward VIL, 


\ch. 17, in regard to the maintenance of 


eriminal lunatics confined in Irish district 
lunatic asylums, he will recommend the 
Government to make a refund from the 
Treasury of the expenditure incurred 


since the passing of the English Act, 47 


‘or whether he 
Amendment to the Act of last year which ° 


Resolution passed at a meeting of the | 


labourers of the Strabane No. 2 Rural 


District, County Donegal, held at Murlog | 


on the 19th January last, protesting 


against the action of the Local Govern. | 


ment Board in delaying schemes for the 
erection of labourers’ cottages in the 
district: Is he aware that there are now 


120 cottages in the district; that the 
scheme known as Scheme D, for the 
erection of 20 cottages, was adopted five 
years ago, and, although a contract for 
carrying out this scheme has been entered 
into, no work in connection with it has 


pending four schemes for the erection of | charitable 


/a governing body and 


and 48 Vic., ch. 64, which provides for 
payment for this class of inmates in 
English asylums from Imperial sources ; 
will recommend any 


will tend in that direction. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Steeven’s Hospital, Dublin. 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 


Green): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether he is aware 
that Steeven’s Hospital, one of the 
institutions in Dublin to 
which Government grants are made, has 
the principal 


members of its staff who are mostly 


yet been undertaken by the contractor ; | 
and that Scheme F was adopted by the | 


Protestant, though the population of 
Dublin and the majority of the patients 
at this hospital are mostly Roman 
Catholic; and whether, in view of the 
present circumstances of the hospital 
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management, the Treasury will 
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Questions. 


53 of the Municipal 


steps before again renewing the grant to Corporations Act of 1840, and further 
this hospital to ensure “that the in- | legislation in the matter is not considered 


stitution is conducted on purely non- 
sectarian lines, and 


otherwise in| 


accordance with the conditions governing | 


such grants.—The hon. Member com- 
plained that the alterations made in the 
Question were such that it didnot fully 
convey his meaning. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At the request of 
my hon. friend I will reply to this 
Question. Three of the members of the 


governing body of the institution are 
Roman Catholics, and many of the staff 
are also of the same denomination. I 
have no evidence whatever before me 
that the hospital is conducted on sec- 
tarianlines, or that the conditions upon 
which grants from public funds are 
made to it are not observed and complied 
with. 


Kilkenny Mayoralty. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) 
i beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that at 
the statutory meeting for the election of 
mayor, held on the 23rd January last in 
Kilkenny, the 20 members present voting 
ten for each candidate, and the alder- 
man entitled «under the Municipal 
Corporations Act, 1840, to give a cast- 
ing vote, being absent, no election could 
be made; and, -eeing that no election 
can be made now except by order of the 
King’s Bench, and that at a meeting of 
the Corporation, on 12th January, 1900, 
to elect a Mayor to fill a vacancy caused 
by the disqualification of the previous 
mayor, the members present were like- 
wise equally divided, and there being 
no outgoing mayor to act as chairman, 
the meeting was unable to decide this 
preliminary question, and divided into 
two equal parts, each electirg its own 
candidate as mayor, whether he will 
bring in a Bill to insure that at such 
elections in Ireland some person present 
shall have a casting vote, and make pro- 
vision for the selection of a chairman 
when there isno outgoing mayor to pre- 
side and the meeting is equally divided 
on this question. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 


— 


The circumstances 


ot this case are met by the provisions of 


VOL. CIL. 


[FourtH SERIEs. | 


necessary. 


Dingle Fisheries. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that the Congested 
Districts Board have refused to assist 
the fishermen of Ding'e, County Kerry, 
in procuring ice for the safe transport 
of their fish ; and whether, with the 
view of promoting the fishing of this 
district, they will accede to the request 
made by all the fishermen of the 
district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not the 
practice of the Board to provide ice for 
sale to fishermen at stations where 
fisheries have been established. An 
application, however, has been made by 
a resident at Dingle for a loan of £200 
for the construction of an icehouse. 
This the Board will sanction if satisfac- 
tory security be given. 


Limerick and Kerry Railway. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Commissioner of Valua- 
tion was asked to revalue the line of 
railway known as the Limerick and 
Kerry Railway before its amalgamation 
with the Great Southern and Western, 
and can he state on what grounds the 
Commissioner then refused ; and whether, 
considering the rates for railway guaran- 
tees in County Kerry, and that the 
Kerry County Council request the 
revaluation of this portion of the now 
Great Southern and Western Railway 
on the grounds that, before amalgama- 
tion, the request was made, the Govern- 
ment will take steps to see that the 
Commissioner complies with the request 
of the Kerry County Council. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioner 
did not see his way to revalue this line at 
atime when the question of its amalga- 
mation with the Great Southern and 
Western was under consideration by 
Parliament. His decision was subject 

2X 
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to appeal, but no appeal was taken. Ij of the application ; has the advance 
have already stated there is no power now | yet been sanctioned ; if not, has the 
to revalue the line except as part of, and | inspector of the Land Commission yet 
in connection with, the entire system, and visited the farm and sent in his report 


that such a revaluation will be carried| on the case; and can a copy of this 


Questions. 





out if application be made by the various 
rating bodies interested. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Seeing 
that County Kerry pays such very 
high rates for this railway, and is only 


interested in this particular branch, | 


will the hon. Gentleman ask the Commis- 
sioner to reconsider his decision ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [I understand that 
there is no opening for reconsideration. 
The line can only be revalued as a whole. 


Irish County Councils and Urban Roads. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
‘I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state by what authority County 
Councilsare empowered to provide for 
contribution to the maintenance of roads 


inside Urban Districts without reference | 


to the Rural District Council from which 
such contribution is to be levied ; and, 
seeing that such rule is not provided for 
in the Local Government Act, will he 
direct its withdrawal or amendment so 
as to include the Rural District affected ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Where main roads 
run through Urban Districts, and the 
Urban District Councils have not under- 
taken the entire charge of these roads, 
their maintenance devolves on the 
County Council, one-half the cost being 
chargeable to the County at large, and 
half to the Urban District. County 
Councils do not, so far as the Local 
Government Board are aware. contri- 
bute to the cost of roads other than 
main roads, within Urban Districts. 


Sale of Robertstown Farm. 

Mr. POWER: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that Mr. 
Frederick Boyle has applied to the Land 
Commission for an advance to enable 
him to purchase a farm at Roberts- 
town, in County Waterford: Can 
he state how long Boyle has been in 
possession of this farm, the amount of 


the advance applied for, and the date, 


‘report, when made, be obtained by 
| making application ; and can he explain 
'why the old tenant of this farm was 
'not given the option of purchasing it 
at the terms on which it has been 
offered to Mr. Boyle. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Boyle, who 
has been in occupation of this holding 
since 1899, applied in September last 
|for an advance of £1,071, which has 
been sanctioned. A certified copy of the 
Inspector’s report may be obtained 
/upon payment of the prescribed fee of 
one shilling by either of the parties to 
the agreement. I have no information 
on the last paragraph. 


Mr. POWER: Is it not the fact that 
the old tenant offered a considerably 
higher secured rent than this man ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Small Holdings at Drumlish and 
Newtownforbes. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
on what date the inquiry under the 
Small Dwellings Acquisition Act will be 
held at Longford into the request of the 
Longford Rural District Council for a 
loan to enable tenants in the villages of 
Drumlish and Newtownforbes to pur- 
chase their holdings. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No application 
has yet been received for a loan in this 
case. When full particulars of the 
scheme have been furnished, together 
with a statement of the amount required 
to carry it out, arrangements will be 
made for holding an inquiry. 


Maconochy Appeals. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland whether 
he is aware that, in the case of the 
Maconochy, County Longford, tenants, 
in which case the appeals by the land- 
lord were lodged late and which are now 
to be heard at Longford on 27th March, 
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the landlord’s solicitor offered a half- 
year’s rent to the tenants to waive their 
-objections to the landlords’ appeals going 
in; and whether he will direct the 
attention of the Court to this attempt to 
induce the tenants into foregoing their 
rights. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): I have no information as to 
the alleged offer, -but even assuming that 
it was made the Executive have no 
power to interfere in a civil litigation 
between private parties. 


Questions. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL : If I supply a copy 
of the original letter to the right hon. 
Gentleman, will he take action ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member 
asks me to ‘‘ear-wig”’ the court before 
the litigation comes on. That I cannot 


do. 
Me. J. P. FARRELL: Have you never 


done it in the case of a Nationalist ? 
Mr. ATKINSON: Never. 


Richmond Lunatic Asylum. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the annual sum demanded 
from the County Wicklow towards the 
maintenance of the Richmond Lunatic 
Asylum has risen from £1,575 11s. 8d. 
in 1891 to £5,884 16s, 4d. in the present 
year, although the number of patients 
sent annually from the County Wicklow 
to Richmond Asylum has decreased from 
3 in 11891 to 26 in 1900 ‘and 1901; 
and whether he proposes to institute 
an inquiry into the cause of the annually 
increasing demands of the Richmond 
Asylum authorities upon the ratepayers 
of the County of Wicklow. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The apportionment 


of the expenses of the Asylum is not 
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jincreased amount required for repay- 
ment of loans due to the consequent 
extension of the Asylum; and the 
increase in the cost of maintenance. 
The reply to the second paragraph is in 
the negative; the matter is entirely in 
the hands of the Committee of Manage- 
ment with whom the Government 
cannot interfere. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: Is it not 
the fact that within ten years the 
change has increased from £1,575 to 





£5,800, although the patients have 
decreased in number? 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. In 1891 


there were 121 patients and now there 
are 174. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: That is 
not according to the reply I receivéd 
from the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: ‘The hon. Memver 
has been under a misapprehension ; the 
question of apportionment is governed 
not by the number of yearly admissions 
but by the number of resident patients 
from each contributory district. 





Belfast Imports—Infringement of Customs 
Regulations. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that, inthe month of October of 
last year, upwards of 25,000 bags of 
flour imported into Belfast from the 
United States of America were found to 
contain looking-glasses, wooden match- 
boxes, spoons, tin cups, and cheques ; 
|and whether, if this is in contravention 
| of the Consolidated and Lottery Act, any 
| fine was inflicted ; and, if so, what was 
the amount. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Several thousand 
bags of flour were, in the month of 
October of last year, imported at Belfast, 
which upon examination by the officers 





of theCustoms Department were found 





regulated by the number of yearly | each to contain a small article, not liable 
admissions, but by the actual number | to duty, bearing an advertisement of the 
of resident patients belonging to each| flour in the bags. The advertisements 
contributory area. The.inerease in the} wereof small intrinsic value and consisted 
demands of the Asylum upon Wicklow| of the articles named, These small 
arises from the increase in the number | articles not having been included in the 
of resident patients from Wicklow; the| Customs Entry, the bags of flour con- 
2X2 
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taining them were submitted to special 


Questions. 


examination, and a nominal fine of £1, | 


to mark the irregularity of the Entry, 
wasimposed under the provisions of the 
Customs Consolidation Act of 1876, as a 
condition upon which the importers were 
allowed to amend the particulars on that 
document. The Board of Customs were 
advised that the sale of the bags would be 
a technical contravention of the Lotteries 
Acts, but as the offence could not possibly 
be committed until after the goods had 
passed out of Customs control, no action 
was taken by that Department under 
the Lotteries Acts. 


Rutland Street, Limerick, Post Office. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether, 
seeing the inconvenience caused to the 
public attending the Law Courts and 
City Hall at Limerick owing to the want 
of convenient telegraphic communication, 
he will establish a branch telegraph 
office in connection with the branch post 
office which has been established there 
for years, having regard also to the 
population of the district. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Post Office to which the hon. Member 
refers is understood to be that in Rutland 
Street, Limerick. The establishment of 
a telegraph office there was not found to 
be justified when the question was last 
considered, but the Postmaster General 
will have the matter gone into afresh 
and will communicate with the hon. 


Member. 


Howth Bailey Flashing Light. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether any complaint has been made 
to the Commissioners of Irish Lights 
that the new Howth Bailey Flashing 
Light, which has been stated to show 
only one flash every 30 seconds, really 
shows two flashes in that interval 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Com- 
missioners of Irish Lights telegraph to 
me that their attention has been called to 
a second very faint flash in the Howth 
Bailey Light, due to reflection from the 
lantern glass. They state that it is due 
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to the apparatus not being complete, 
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and that it will eventually disappear, in 
all probability. 


Arklow Bank—Lighting and Buoying. 

Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he can state how many vessels 
have been stranded on the Arklow Bank 
during the past six months; is he aware 
that the floating lights and marks, 
placed to guard this bank, have been out 
of their chartered positions ; can he say 
on what date the Arklow buoys were 
last replaced and their positions ascer- 
tained, and by whom; and how many 
times a year the buoyage under the care 
of Trinity House is thus treated; and 
whether he will give directions to the 
Commissioners of Irish Lights to have 
the markings of the Arkl w Bank 
checked and corrected without further 
delay. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: — Two 
vessels have been stranded on the Arklow 
Bank during the past six months. [am 
informed by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights that in heavy gales the Arklow 
Bank Light Vessels alter their position, 
but are replaced at the earliest oppor- 
tunitv. The buoys there were replaced 
12. months ago, and will be again 
examined very shortly. I am informed 
that the Trinity House buoys are 
examined on every opportunity when 
any of their vessels are passing the 
locality. The Board of Trade have no 
jurisdiction to give directions to the 
Commissioners. 


Limerick Harbour Commissioners— 
Shannon Pilot Licences. 


Me. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
can state what is the cause of the delay 
of the Board of Trade in giving its 
sanction to the bye-law promulgated by 
the Limerick Harbour Commissioners 
in June, 1900, respecting the charging 
of percentage on steamers whose masters 
or mates hold pilot licenses on the 
Shannon; and whether, seeing that 
the Limerick Harbour Commissioners 
have complied with all the requirements 
of the Board of Trade, he wil! see_ his 
way to give the required consent to 
the bye-law, and thus place Limerick on 
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the same footing as the other ports who 
have such bye-laws. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Board of Trade are waiting for a reply 
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will introduce legislation during this 
session of Parliament to give effect to 


Questions. 


‘the recommendations of the Royal Com- 


from the Limerick Harbour Commission- | 


ers to the Board’s letter of the 12th | rates and taxes. 


November, 1901, in which the Board 


asked for the observations of the Com-_ 
to certain Amendments | 


missioners as 


which the Board proposed to make in| 


the bye-laws as submitted to them for 
approval. 


Judicial Conduct of Judges. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
what precedents are there for the 
refusal of the Government to give 
facilities for the discussion of the judicial 
conduct of a judge, which forms the 
subject of a special Motion placed on 
the Paper of the House of Commons.t+ 
And whether, having regard to the 
fact that criticism of the conduct of a 
judge is forbidden by the Orders of the 
House, except in discussion of a specific 
Motion for that purpose, and that the 
Motion now on the Paper of the House 
embodies a distinct censure of a learned 
judge, he will consider the propriety of 
giving facilities for the discussion of the 
Motion, or of instituting a Motion for 
the removal of the Motion relating to 
the conduct of the learned judge from 
the Notice Paper, when the reasons on 
which that Motion is grounded could 
be shown. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
think it would be desirable to give an 
opportunity for the discussion which the 
hon. Member has asked for, nor do | 
think it would be in accordance with 
precedent. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Are there 
any precedents for the refusal of a 
discussion ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


are. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Iean state 
that there are not. 


I think there 


Local Taxation. 
Mr. BELL: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if the Government 


+ See page 372. 


mission on Local Taxation with regard 
to a uniform system and basis of valua- 
tion of property for all descriptions of 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam afraid it 


is impossible for me to give any pledge 


on this subject in the present condition 
| of public business. 


New Deputy Chairman. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the consent of: 
the Crown has been found neces- 
sary and has been obtained for the 
creation of the new office of Deputy 
Chairman of Ways and Means, empowered 
to act, on occasion, as Deputy Speaker ; 
and when, and by what form, the new 
appointment will be made. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes; the con- 
sent of the Crown has been obtained. The 
appointment will be made in the same 
form as that of the Chairman of Com- 
mittees. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman propose to communi- 
cate the assent of the Crown to the House ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have just 


communicated it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: That is 


not a proper way of doing it. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The appointment, I understand, will be 
by Motion. That is the practice usually 
followed in regard to the Chairman him- 
self. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
When will the appointment be made ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will be made, 
as is usual, the first time we go into Com- 
mittee of Supply, which is tomorrow. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will there 
be a salary attached to the office ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In the cour 
of the debate which we had the other 
night on this subject, I pointed out that 
the establishment of a new paid office, 
although it might be extremely desirable, 
is a step to be taken with caution, and we 
ought to have the Report of a Committee 
of this House on the subject before we 
take that step. 


A nglo-Japanese 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Whom does 
the Government contemplate moving into 
the chair ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! That 
does not arise out of the Question on the 
Paper. 


Halifax and Hong Kong Mail Contract. 

Mr. CALDWELL: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
can indicate the day when the Motion for 
the approval of the Post Office (Halifax 
(or Quebec) and Hong Kong Mail Contract) 
will be taken ; whether he intends to take 
it before or after midnight ; and whether 
notice will be given. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam unable 


at this moment to fix a date. 


The Ballot for Notices of Motion. 

Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, N.): I 
desire to ask for your ruling, Mr. 
Speaker, on a matter relating to the 
mode of balloting for notices of Motion 
on Tuesdays—namely, whether it is 
competent for an hon. Member to write 
the name of any other hon. Member or 
Members, instead of or in addition to 
his own; and whether some more 
fitting method of taking the ballot can 
be arranged. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: My! attention was | 


called to: this matter last Tuesday, and 
I stated then that I thought the 
practice of writing the names of a num- 
ber of other Members besides that of 
the Member who writes down his own 
name was a very objectionable practice. 
It has been carried so far that one hon. 
Member has written his own name 
followed by the names of 24 other 
Members. That is, I think, an abuse 
of the rules. I also think hon. Members 
will observe that there is some in- 
convenience now, when so many 
Members desire give nototices of Motion 
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'on Tuesdays, in the crowd which comes 


up tothe Table at a time when business: 
is or might be proceeding. Something 
more convenient to the House might 
be thought of, and, if it met with the 
general consent of the House, I would 
suggest that on Tuesdays before I call 
on the Notices of Motion the names 
should be written down at the Desk 


‘in “No” Lobby where the pairs are 


written down, and that a clerk of the 
House—I do not mean one from the 
Table—should be in charge and there 
should be an instruction to him from 
the House that no hon. Member should 
write down more than one name. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS: Would it be 
competent for an hon. Member to give 
notice on behalf of another hon. Member 
in the event of the absence of the 
latter ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes; I said that no 


one should write down more than one 
name. 
Mr. BROADHURST _ (Leicester): 


If an hon. Member wrote to another 
asking him to enter his name, could he 
do so! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think an hon. 
Member might write down the name 
of another hon. Member, but he must 
not write his own name in that case. 

NEW MEMBER SWORN. 

James Woop, Esquire, for Down (East 
Down Division.) 

ANGLO-JAPANESE AGREEMENT. 

MorTioNn FOR ADJOURNMENT. 

(4.30.) Mr. NORMAN, Member for 
South Wolverhampton, rose in his place. 
and asked leave to move the Adjournment 
of the House for the purpose of discuss- 
ing a definite matter of urgent public 
importance, viz.,‘‘the Agreement between 
Great Britain and Japan, a Copy of 
which has recently been presented to the 
House’’; but the pleasure of the House 
not having been signified, Mr. Speaker 
called on those Members who supported 
the Motion to rise in their places and 
not less than 40 members having accord- 
ingly risen :— 





127 
# 


ste] 
sibi 
awe 
can 
don 
the 
our 
espe 
tion 
Tre: 
mer 
fore 
the 
whi 
decl 
not 
Sir, 
and 
and 
to si 
a mé 
or 1 
duri 
the ] 
inex) 
be ¢ 
and 
purp 
the | 
ter a 
Tl 
upon 
a CO) 
ing 
even! 
No | 
this ¢ 
it. 
relati 
happt 
count 
proce 
the 
intere 
ment, 
to fin 
us as 
only, 
depar 
of th 
Great 
and 
Powe! 
in m 
Powe 
this 
but a 
the h 








1272, 


comes 
siness: 
thing 
might 
h the 
would 
I eall 
lames. 
Desk 
'$ are 
nf the 
o the 
there 
from 


hould 


| it be 
) give 
ember 
f =the 


iat no 
1 one 


ster): 
other 


ild he 


hon. 
name 
must 

ase. 


(East 


dt . 


ar for 
place. 
oament 
iscuss- 
public 
tween 
py ot 
tothe 
House 
veaker 
orted 
s and 
ccord- 











1273 


* Mr. NORMAN : I do not take th’s 
step without a realisation of the respon- 
sibility which attaches to it. I am well 
aware that questions of foreign policy 
cannot be discussed with the same free- 
dom, and ought not to be discussed with 
the same freedom, as the issues of 
our ordinary party warfare; more 
especially when the subject in ques- 
tion is an offensive and _ defensive 
Treaty of Alliance, involving a mo- 
mentous change from the traditional 
foreign policy of this country, and placing 
the British Empire in a situation in 


Anglo-Japanese 


which it might be compelled to 
declare war in a cause which was 


not of its own seeking. I know, 
Sir, I am walking on very thin ice, 
and I shall try to walk lightly 
and warily; and in all sincerity I desire 
to say that I do not bring this forward as 
a mere party matter. If any immoderate 
or indiscreet word should fall from me 
during the few remarks I shall address to 
the House, it will have escaped me through 
inexperience or inadvertence, and it will 
be contrary to my intention and desize, 
and I shall greatly regret it. My 
purpose is not to address an argument to 
the House, but if I may say so, to adminis- 
ter an interrogatory. 

The Agreement in question came 
upon the country, without doubt, as 
a complete surprise. No word of warn- 
ing prepared us for it. No foreign 
events had foreshadowed its appearance. 
No international complication, so far as 
this country is aware, had arisen to justify 
it. The country was aware that our 
relations with Japan were as good as they 
happily have been for a long time. The 
country also knew that negotiations were 
proceeding between various powers for 
the safeguarding of our commercial 
interests in Manchuria. But this Agree- 
ment, when we awoke yesterday morning 
to tind it in the newspapers, came upon 
us as a bolt from the blue. It is not 
only, as I said just now, a momentous 
departure from the time-honoured policy 
of this country, but for the first time 
Great Britain has concluded an offensive 
and defensive alliance with a foreign 
Power, and it is the first time also 
in modern history that any European 
Power has concluded an alliance of 
this nature not with an Occidental 
but an Oriental race. More than that, 


the haste with which this Agreement | 
\ 
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was presented appears to me to call for 
some explanation. It would seem to 
indicate a situation of some immediate 
urgency. We have had for a long 


time a Treaty with Italy. I do not 
know whether it is still in existence 
or not. It has been kept secret. We 


have at the present moment a Treaty 
with Germany. It is kept secret. This 
Treaty with Japan, which is a much 
more binding and compromising Treaty, 
is suddenly rushed into the knowledge 
of the world, and I think it is not 
unreasonable to ask what is the cause 
of this impetuous publicity. I think 
the fact that Lord Lansdowne’s covering 
letter to the British Minister in Japan 
cannot reach him until three weeks 
after it is published in this country, is 
sufficient answer to the question of 
the hon. Gentleman opposite what 
evidence there is of impetuosity. Lord 
Lansdowne’s letter is a very important 
document indeed; it has to be read 
together with the Treaty, and it cannot 
reach the British Minister until weeks 
after it has been presented to the public 
in Europe. 

I come now, Sir, to the document 
itself. What does it commit Great 
Britain to? Of course, hon. Members 
will have very carefully studied the 
document, and therefore I need only 
refer to it very briefly. Lord Lans- 
downe says in his letter that both 
parties to the Agreement have desired 
that the integrity and independence of 
the Chinese Empire should be preserved, 
that there should be no disturbance of 
the territorial status quo, that all nations 
should be afforded equal opportunities 
for the development of their commerce 
and industry, and that peace should not 
only be restored, but should for the 
future be maintained. These are most 
admirable sentiments, and I am quite 
sure there will not be found in the 
British Empire a single person who 
will disagree with them for one moment. 
But these moderate sentiments are very 
soon left behind in the despatch, and a 
little further on we come to the words 
which explain under what circum- 
stances warlike measures might become 
necessary, and might be legitimate to 
take. I will read the important words— 


‘* Not only in the case of aggressive action or 
actual attack by some other Power, but in the 
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event of ‘disturbances arising in China or 
Korea, and necessitating the intervention v 
either of the High Contracting Parties.’” 
Who is to be the judge of the necessity ? 
Obviously either of the High Contract- 
ing Parties. But again, proceeding 
further in the despatch, Lord Lans- 
downe’s despatch runs away again from 
this rather alarming sentence which I 
have quoted. He says that the Treaty 


A nglo-Japanese 


“Contains no provisions which can be re- | 


garded as an indication of aggressive and 
self-seeking tendencies,” 


and that it 


“Can operate only when one of the allies | 


has found himself obliged to go to war in 
defence of interests which are common to 
both.” 


I submit with all respect that these words 
are not a correct statement of the facts. 
There is not a syllable in the text of 
the Treaty to justify these statements. 
These statements in Lord Lansdowne’s 
despatch are not justified by the text of 
the Treaty, and they cannot be found in 
it. Art. 1 says 


“Tt will be admissible for either of the | 


parties to take such measures as may be in- 
dispensable in order to safeguard those in- 
terests, if threatened, either by the aggressive 
action of any other Power, or by disturbances 
arising,” ete. 


Then Art. 2 goes on to say that 


**Tf either Power should become involved in | 


war the other Party would maintain a strict 
neutrality and prevent other Powers from 


joining in the hostilities.” 


Art. 3 says that 

“ If any other Power does join in hostilities 
against the Ally, the other contracting party 
will come to its assistance and will conduct 
the war in common or wake peace in mutual 
agreement with the Ally.” 


Now, what is this country committed to | 
by these articles? What kind of situation | 


is here envisaged in which England may 
be compelled to take up arms? If 
Japan of its own independent, free, 
unfettered decision, which according to 
this text we cannot control, considers 
Russia to be taking aggressive action in 
Korea or Manchuria, Japan may take 
up the quarrel and call upon us to 
keep the other Powers out of the 
dispute. But it must be remembered 
that Russia has already the Dual Alliance 
with another Power, and if Russia is 
attacked aggressively by any other Power 
France is bound to come to her assistance. 
Therefore France is brought in, and then 


Mr. Noi man. 
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| England is bound by this Treaty to declare 
war against Russia and France, This seems 
to me to follow logically from the terms 
of the Treaty, and I ask the noble Lord 
to explain, if he can, why it is not so. 
Moreover, we are bound not only to 
declare war, but not to make peace except 
in agreement with Japan. This is the 
definite question I put :—‘‘ Is not British 
policy by this Treaty tied hard and fast 
‘to the wheels of Japanese policy, and 
should we not, under certain circumstances, 
| have to go to war, however unwilling we 
might be to do so, or however adverse to 
British interests such a war might be ?” 
I venture to think that the seriousness of 
such a situation can hardly be over-stated. 
I have alluded to the Dual Alliance. The 
terms of neither the Dual Alliance nor the 
Triple Alliance have been published, but 
they are pretty well known, and it is 
understood by diplomatists that under 
neither of those Treaties is one of the 
Allies bound to come to the assistance of 
the other unless the latter has been 


aggressively attacked. But under this 
Treaty we are apparently bound to 


come to the assistance of Japan under 
‘circumstances in which Japan may 
have been the aggressor. The policy of 
England had always been freedom from 
|alliances ; but we have been suddenly 
thrust headlong into an alliance far 
more stringent and binding than has 
been ventured upon by any of the great 
Continental Powers whose very exist- 
ence depends upon alliances in arms. 
‘It is reasonable, therefore. under these 
circumstances — unprecedented and 
alarming—that the House should ask at 
the earliest possible moment for some 
further explanation and justification. 
Now, Sir, what is the stake for which 
we are taking this action? As regards 
Manchuria, we know the potential value 
of British interests there, but what are 
British interests in Korea? It would be 
rather difficult for any hon. Member to 
definethem. Our only interest in Korea 
is that it is of very great importance 
to Japan, whose weltare is always a 
matter of consideration to us. It is a 
worthless country, with a grossly corrupt 
and incompetent Government. Its fron- 
tier towards Russia is a sort of no-man’s- 
land, inhabited by refugees from justice 
and ruffians of every kind, and is not 
safe for an ordinary traveller to pass 
In fact, Korea 
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is in a most dangerous and unstable | civilised nations to do so, admitted Japan 
position, and it is upon the state of a to the council board of civilised humanity. 
country like this that the question of That was an act of statesmanship of 
peace or war for the British Empire might the highest possible wisdom, and it 
have to depend. As regards Japan, my bound us to Japan by ties and bonds 
position is a little difficult, if the House Which can never be broken. Then 
will pardon an allusion to myself, gan Lord Rosebery, on the occasion 
because I have been for many years When there was a partial alliance of 
one of the strongest advocates for good European Powers to snatch from Japan 
relationship with that country. I advo- the fruits of her hard-earned victory, 
cated long before it was accepted by the refused to be a party to it, and that drew 
G 8 t indeod: I wrete a bock advo- tighter still the ties which bound us to 
ee eee eae Boos aeve" | Japan. The question is, were not these 
cating, that Japan should be welcomed ote ae ies 
Sato ‘the le 2 iii I de relations good enough 4 Was it necessary 
n y é s, Ly 


: Ree Be to assume all the responsibility and risks 
en oe admiration for the Japanese of an offensive and defensive alliance when 
people or their Statesmen. I have not we had already attained a position which 
the slightest sympathy with the parrot appeared to respond to our needs and 
cry that Japan is merely a nation of | character of our policy? I read these the 
assimilators and imitators. Likeeveryone words in The Times this morning— 
it age Rent aggre Brag eaguerad REN Te Oe Oe ee 
for the power of Japan, and for the gal- to its sondenbiteap ey Lard Salaliity oa Lord 
lantry and humanity of her soldiers, and Lansdowne, the site was cleared and the 
I find myself embarrassed at offering foundations were laid by Lord Rosebery.” 
criticisms which might seem to put me | have no means of knowing what Lord 
ina hostile position to Japanese interests. Rosebery thinks about this Treaty, but 
I hope the House will pardon this | wonder if he will appreciate this attempt 
personal explanation, as the matter lies to invoke his authority for a diplomatic 
very close to my sympathy. It must be act to which he has heen no party. Ido 
remembered however that Japan and not know what Lord Roseberv may think, 
Russia have been preparing for war for }yt I should certainly be surprised if 
a considerable period. When Russia he does not regard with astonishment, 
planned her magnificent railway—the and perhaps with some alarm, the sky- 
largest and most costly railway in the scraping edifice that has been run up on 
world—Japan at once announced a pro- the foundation laid by his wise and con- 
gramme of military and naval expansion sistent statesmanship. 
to mature at the same time as the 
Siberian Railway, which places Russia 
in a position to greatly increase her 
forces in the Far East at short notice. 
It is undesirable to dwell further on this 
rivalry, although | might give very many 
examples of it. But it is a fact that 
both these two nations believe and fear 
that a situation may arise which will 


I fear, Sir, that I am trespassing on 
the time of the House, but it is im- 
possible to discuss this question without 
making a more direct allusion to Russia. 
It is quite useless to deny that this 
Treaty is aimed at Russia. It must 
he so, from the nature of things, because 
no other Power can be suspected of 
cherishing any designs against Korea. It 
compel them to resort to war to settle | i, well known that there is a party growing 
their differences. It is into such ® in this country who are looking forward 
situation as that that we come with this to better relations between this coustty 
treaty of offensive and defensive alliance. | and Russia than have existed in the past. 

On one point there cannot be the Many of our most serious political writers 
least possible doubt, and that is that and thinkers, led indeed by the Prime 
this new Treaty is a most excellent Minister himself, in a remarkable utter- 
thing for Japan. All I ask is. have | ance, desire that the past between Russia 
our interests been sufficiently considered? and ourselves should be left behind, and 
We have happily for along time been on that a better understanding should be 
the very best possible terms with Japan. | entered on. That point of view was put 
It was under 3, Liberal Government, when | with great force and lucidity by the hon. 
Lord Rosebery had charge of the foreign Baronet the Member for the Berwick 


policy of this country, that we, first of all | Division in a debate in this House the 
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other day.+ Have hon. Members reflected | 


upon the attitude of Russia towards this 
country during the long period of the 
war that we have been passing through ? 
We have been, engaged in a war which 
has held us fast. Every single soldier 
was occupied, and we had in those days 
no alliance at all, We had for a time 
perhaps, hardly a friend, and it would 
have been, of course, impossible for us 
to defend the North West frontier of 
India with our Fleet, however powerful 
it might be. Surely if there was any 
occasion which any Power desiring to 
strike at us would have seized, that 
was the occasion. Has Russia done 
anything of that kind? It must certainly 
be said that her attitude has been ad- 
mirable and friendly. She has taken no 
step whatever to embarrass us. Her 
regular way of bringing pressure 


on us is to mass a few regiments 
upon the Afghan frontier. She 


has not even done that, although it was 
at one time stated that she had, but 
it was found afterwards not to be so. 
On the contrary, she has given us 
this proof of friendship and goodwill. 
I wish I could point to any similar 
goodwill we have shown to her. [ 
think I am entitled to ask the ques- 
tion, has the Government tried to 
come to terms with Russia about Man- 
churia? Many of us think some modus 
vivendi is possible. All we want to know is 
that before taking this step no stone 
was left unturned to come to such terms 
with Russia as would safeguard the politi- 
caland commercial interests of both coun- 
tries. If not, can Russia be blamed if 
she regards us as going about among 
the nations looking for an alliance 
against her? First she sees us concluding 
a treaty with Germany, which the 
German Government at once repudiated, 
declaring it had not the meaning our 
Government attached toit. That having 
failed, Russia will say that we have gone 
to Japan. With regard to France, I sup- 
pose not for many years have the British 
and French Governments been on such 
cordial terms as at present ; and yet this 
Treaty, owing to the diplomatic alliance 
between Russia and France, will neces- 
sarily bring her into antagonism with us. 

As to the United States, I asked the 
noble Lord this afternoon whether it 





+ See preceding volume, p. 608. 
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had been informed and had expressed 
any opinion. The Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs replied that the United 
States Government had been informed 
but had not expressed any opinion. If 
only informed a day or two ago, they 
might not have had an opportunity of 
replying ; but if they were informed some 
time ago and have not expressed any 
opinion, that surely is a matter which the 
House should consider. The interests of 
America and our own have been 
identical with those of Japan, and the 
obvious course would be to endeavour 
to take step by step in this matter with 
America. A reply may easily be made 
that the policy of the United States is 
against entangling alliances; but until 
the publication of this Treaty that policy 
was ours also. Finally, are we so 
free from anxiety, is our Army so ready, 
are our six Army Corps so prepared 
to take the field, are our relations with 
other nations so friendly, that we can 
afford to look with complacency on a 
treaty in which a declaration of war by 
ourselves is so bluntly foreshadowed ! 
I think, Sir, that the whole country is 
looking forward wth eagerness to an era 
of peace; this offensive and defensive 
alliance is the Government’s reply. 

The cheers which the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary re- 
ceived when entering the House 
remind me of another point. The right 
hon. Gentleman, inthe eloquent Address 
which he has just delivered in the City, 
said he hoped in future that the orbits 
of the Colonies would move in harmony 
with our own. Sir, at the present 
moment Australia is engaged in _pre- 
venting the immigration of citizens of 
the nation with whom we have made 
this Treaty— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
only question which the hon. Gentle- 
man is entitled to discuss is the agree- 
ment between Great Britain and Japan. 


*\Mr NORMAN: What I desired to 
point out, Sir, was that we are making 
an alliance with a country whose subjects 
are being excluded from one portion of 
the British Empire. 

There is just one other point I wish 
to allude to with regard to the effect 

jof this Treaty in altering the balance 
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of naval power. Is it the intention of 
the framers of this Treaty to strengthen 
us in one part of the world by en- 
abling us in consequence of this alliance 
to remove our shipsfrom another part ? 
I thank the House for having listened 
to me with so much patience, and | 
hope I have kept my promise not to 
employ any indiscreet or extravagant 
language. I have no desire either to con- 
demn the Treaty orto oppose it. My 
sole desire is to obtain information 
and explanation; and in view of the 
abrupt change of policy,of the momentou 
issues involved in view of the fact 
that we may be plunged into war for 
interests not our own, in a cause we 
did not foresee or create, in a quarrel 
not of our own seeking, is to ask the 
two questions, ‘“ Is it wise?” ‘* Was 
it necessary?” I beg to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That this House do now adjourn.” — 
(Ur. Norman. ) 


*(5.6.) THE UNDER SECRETARY or 


STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Lord Cranporne, Rochester): Mr. 


Speaker, I confess that as the hon. 
Gentleman opposite developed _ his 
speech I became rather astonished that 
he had made this Motion at ail. He 
apologised to the House for explaining 
that whereas he has always been 
hitherto an advocate of Japan and of 
close friendship between this country 
and Japan, yet he was appearing in the 
capacity of a critic of this Agreement, 
which consecrates the friendship be- 
tween England and Japan. I certainly 
do not think that his explanations were 
unrequired, but he will forgive me for 
saying that I did not think personally, 
nor does it appear to me that the House 
thought, he had _ really sufficiently 
explained why, holding the views which 
he avows and which he himself pub- 
lished in a book, he should have appeared 
as a critic of the Government on the 
present occasion. First of all, he com- 
plained of the undue haste which the 
Government had shown in this matter. 
If he imagines that the Agreement 
itself has been hastily concluded, he 
labours under a complete miscon- 
ception. 


{13 Fesruary 1902} 


Mr. NORMAN : Hastily published. | 
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Lorp CRANBORNE: I understand 
that it is not undue haste in_ its 
preparation of which he complains, but 
undue haste in its publication. I ask 
him, and I ask the House of Commons, 
what view they would have taken of the 
Government if, having made such an 
Agreement—an Agreement which un- 
doubtedly does lay certain important 
obligations on this country—we had kept 
it secret and not communicated it to 
the country? It is manifest that an 
Agreement of this kind was bound tc 
be published, and, if published, published 
of course, at once. Why should we 
delay? We have nothing to be ashamed 
of in it. The real origin of this treaty 
was our anxiety to maintain the status 
quo in China. I venture respectfully to 
recall to the House some observations 
which a few days ago I made in reference 
to Persia. Speaking generally of the 
fast, IL said that the policy of this 
country was almost everywhere the 
maintenance of the status quo; that 
with that end in view we were not only 
ready, but anxious, to have understand- 
ings with any Power which would have 
understandings with us, all conceived, 
of course, in the unaggressive spirit of 
this Agreement. Well, it was the status 
quo which we desired to maintain, and 
that status quois more particularly de- 
scribed in the opening words of the 


‘Agreement, in the preamble—the two 


elements of English policy in the East 
which have been so often referred to, 
the maintenance of the open door and 
of the territorial integrity of China. I 
would like to recall to the House the 
diplomatic situation in respect to those 


two great divisions of policy. There 
has been a great deal of diplomatic 
arrangement on the subject, and 
several conventional instruments be- 
tween the Powers of Europe have 


been effected accordingly. There are, 
of course, first, the treaties that this 
country and other countries have with 
China _herself—treaties which secure 
to us the most-favoured-nation treat- 
ment in China. The most-favoured- 
nation treatment, I need not say, 
involves the principle of the open door. 
Then there was the American Note, 
which, the House will remember, was. 
issued by the United States in Sep- 
tember, 1899, and which was an 
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invitation to the Powers of Europe 
to declare themselves in favour of 
the policy of the open door. That 
Note was assented to, I think, 
by every Power in Europe, and by 
Japan. water there was the Anglo- 
German Agreement. That contained in 
itse f the same two principles to which 
I have referred—the open door and the 
territorial integrity of China; and that 
met with a large measure of agreement 
from nearly all the Powers of Europe. 
Then, in order to fin'sh a‘ once this 
historical retrospect, I may mention 
that there was one important con- 
ventional arrangement in respect to 
Korea — namely, that which exists 
between Russia and Japan. In 1898 
-an agreement was come to between 
Russia and Japan, in the course of 
which it was laid down that, in view 
of the great development of the com- 
mercial and industrial enterprise of 
Japan in Korea and the large numbers 
-of Japanese subjects residing in that 
country, the Russian Government would 
not in any way hamper the deve op- 
ment of commercial and_ industrial 
relations between Japan and Korea. 
That is the diplomatic language, but, 
‘Speaking the language of everyday 
life, that means that Russia recognised 
that Japan had a special position in 
Korea. 

What, then, Sir, is the situation 2 
It is this: that in respect of the three 
main foundations of this Agreement— 
the open door, the integrity of China, 
and the special position of Japan—we 
have before us, already agreed to, con- 
ventional arrangements by which almost 
every Power has endorsed those two 
principes in respect to China, and in 
which Russia herself has endorsed the 
principle which has regard to Korea. 
The House will follow the tendency of 
my argument. It is to show that this 
Agreement merely follows cn principles 
which have already been accepted by 
almost every other Power. ‘This goes to 
show that every Power has interests of 
this kind in the Far East; yet England 
‘and Japan have special interests. There 
is, as regards our own country in the first 
place, the great position we have always 
occupied inthe East; the influence and 
power of this country, which exist, 
of course, wherever the ocean flows; | 

Lord Cranborne. j 
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| but besides that thereis our commercial 
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position in China. I want the House to 
realise how very important that position 
really is. We own, I think, roughly 
speaking, 60 per cent. of all the ship- 
ping which trades with China; we own 
about one-half of all the commerce 
which goes to and comes from China ; 
so that our commercial position is one 
of the very greatest importance. And 
if that is its importance now, who shal 
say what in the future its importance 
will become? There is in China an 
almost infinite capacity for commercial 
expansion, and, speaking as representing 
a commercial country, I think there 
can be no consideration more important 
in its Imperial politics than that of the 
commercial future of China. 

But the position of our trade, though 
very great, is not unchallenged. There 
is, in the first place, the great in- 
crease in the commercial develop- 
ment of othr countries. There is 
what I may call the spontaneous 
competition of other countries. But 
competition is not always}spontaneous. 
There is a certain tendency towards 
territorial privilege and artificial barriers, 
which prevents that competition having 
the purely spontaneous character, of 
which we have no reason whatever to 
complain. Indeed, in the last resort, I 
do not think some European Powers are 
opposed to the policy of spheres of 
influence in China. That places us in a 
situation of some difficulty, because from 
our point of view the policy of spheres of 
influence is a very objectionable policy. 
We do not want “spheres of influence” in 
China. We may be driven to adopt that 
policy, but it is not one that suits us. 
We want the whole of China to be open 
to commerce and industrial enterprise. 
That places us in a position quite differ- 
ent from that of any other Power. What, 
then, is our position? It is that our 
interests are mainly commercial—that 
they are of the highest importance, but 
that there are special difficulties attach- 
ing to it. I say that, under these 
circumstances, the Government were 
not only right, but were bound to take 
every care to safeguard our position in 
China. 

I have spoken of the special position 
of Great Britain in these regions. It is 
hardly necessary for me to speak of the 
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special position of Japan. That special 
position is dictated by geographical con- 
siderations. Japan has a growing com- 
merce in both China and Korea, and 
any hon. Gentleman who wants to 
know why Japan _ is __ specially 
interested in the maintenance of the 
integrity of China, and in the particular 
position she has achieved in Korea, has 
only to get the atlas and look at the 
map. That being so, we have this situa- 
tion. There are two Powers — Great 
Britain and Japan — who have a 
peculiar interest in maintaining the 
integrity of China, and the position of 
Japan in the Far East, and who are 
peculiarly able—the one on account of 
her Navy, and the other on account of 
the nearness of her military base—to 
maintain that policy. Under these cir- 
cumstances, the question which presented 
itseli to the Government, and now pre- 
sents itself to the House of Commons, 
is, could we not go one step further than 
we went in the previous conventions 
and agreements which I have described 
to the House? Could we not go a little 
beyond the mere declaration of our 
policy of preserving the open door and 
maintaining the integrity of China by 
defining how that policy must be carried 
out! The answer to that question is 
dependent on the conditions attached to 
the instrument in which we are going to 
make this definition We cannot enter 
into responsibilities lightly. We have far 
too great a stake to do anything in a 
hot-headed manner. We are not inter- 
national knights-errant who are going 
to make binding Agreements because of 
the good looks of any Power. ‘There- 
fore it is necessary for us to look closely 
into the conditions which surround 
the obligations into which we have 
entered. 

What are the conditions? I have 
already described to the House the 
preamble. What are the rights and 
obligations which the two contracting 
parties acquire under the Treaty? It 
is said, in the first place, that under 
certain circumstances, it will be admis- 
sible for either party to take certain 
measures—not compulsory, but admis- 
sible. That does not mean that the 
two allies are going to use the machinery 
of this Agreement for any trifle. On 
the contrary, it contemplates a serious, 
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/or even a very serious invasion of our 
respective rights: Then— 

“Tt will be admissible for either of them to 
take such measures as may be indispensable.” 
There again there is a__ limiting 
word. As I have said, t is not com- 
pulsory on either Party to enter upon 
the defence of its own rights, nor in 
regard to any trifling invasion of those 
rights. It is only when it considers it 
is indispensable in order to protect its 
interests that such a course is admis- 
sible. When does it operate? Only 
when the interests of the contracting 
parties are threatened by the aggressive 
action of any other Powers. We 
recognise no right of the two contracting 
parties to undertake this defence of their 
interests when the danger is due to their 
own aggression and not to the aggression 
of others. Lastly, it is provided that 
the Powers may claim this right to 
defend their interests when they are 
threatened by disturbances so grave as to 
endanger the lives and property of their 
own subjects in China or Korea. The 
House will see, therefore, that the condi- 
tions under which either Power may claim 
to exercise these rights are strictly limited. 

I will now turn to the ally. The ally 
has obligations under this Treaty only 
in the event of aggression. The 
hon. Gentleman opposite seemed to think 
that the ally was bound to intervene in 
the case of serious disturbance threaten- 
ing the lives and property of the subjects 
of either Power. 


Mr. NORMAN : The noble Lord 


misunderstood me. 


*LorD CRANBORNE: I am glad I 
misunderstood the hon. Member, because 
that would have been a wrong impression. 
It is not so. The ally is not under any 
obligation at all except in the case of an 
attack on the other Power. 


Mr. NORMAN: Will the noble Lord 
kindly point out the portion of the 
Treaty containing that provision ? 


*Lorp CRANBORNE : Of course it 
is only in defence of their respective 
interests as above described—that is, 
when attacked by the aggressive action 
of a third Power—that any obligation 
is thrown upon the ally. I need not say 
that whether the action is aggressive or not 
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is a question for what I call the second | 
Power, or ally, to determine. Either | 
Power, before it undertakesany obligation, | 
has a right to judge whether or not the | 
conditions of the Treaty have been | 
fulfilled. When such a 
the House will observe that the con 
ditions are still very moderate. In the 
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ease of an attack by a single Power, all | 


the ally is bound to do is to maintain 
neutrality ; and to do its best to restrict 


the quarrel to the two Powers involved. | 


It is only when another Power intervenes, 
when there is a coalition against either 
Great Britain or Japan, that the extreme 
obligation ,on the Ally of interfering by 
armed force comes into operation. 


I have shown how cautiously and 
moderately this Agreement is worded. 
We should be very glad, of course, if 
other Powers were willing to pursue the 
same objects as we are pursuing, 
and to follow our example. In 
this connection, I may speak of the 
attitude of the United States to 
which the hon. Member for South 
Wolverhampton referred. All through 
the difficulties in China we have worked 
on the most cordial terms with the 
United States. I think I may say that 
in almost every crisis, and even in every 
small difficulty—which has arisen during 
the negotiations at Peking—the represen- 
tatives of the United States and our 
representatives have been acting together. 
[entertain no doubt that in this Agree- 
ment we shall command the full approval 
of the Government of the United States. 
Sir, the fact is that the power of England 
is essential to Japan and the power of 
Japan is very important to England. 
We have watched, as I believe almost 
all the world has watched, with interest 
and approval, the remarkable progress 
which Japan has made in the ways of 
civilisation and in its ascent to the 
rights and responsibilities of a Western 
Power; and on one recent occasion— 
namely, when the representatives of 
all the Powers were in such imminent 
danger in Peking, Japan earned the 
gratitude of the whole of Europe by 
being first in the field to rescue them. 
For ourselves, our policy in the Far 
East, as I have often had occasion to 
say in this House, is not aggressive. We 
fully recognise the position of profound 
responsibility which the extent of our 
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case does arise | 
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| Empire has placed us in. Our pol'cy has 
|always been sober and cautious; and I 
think it may be said in China, as it may 
| be said of the East generally, whether in 
‘our negotiations elsewhere or in the 
agreement which we have had the 
‘honour to lay before the House, our only 
desire is progress and peace. 4g 


| (5.35.) Sm H. CAMPBELL-BAN- 
/NERMAN (Stirling, Burghs): I do 
not think that any one in or out 
of the House will be surprised at 
the course taken by my hon. friend 
behind me, because there cannot well be 
imagined a matter of greater gravity, a 
more serious step, than that which was 
announced to the country yesterday. | 
certainly think that it is incumbent on 
the House of Commons to obtain at the 
earliest possible moment as full an ex- 
planation of the matter as the Govern- 
ment think it within their duty to give, 
and this is not a bad example of the 
utility for the public and patriotic pur- 
poses of Parliament of this particu ar 
method of bringing important matters 
before Parliament. 

Now, Sir, the Under Secretary of 
State has made a very plain, careful, 
and reasonable reply to the inquiries 
made by my hon. friend behind me with 
equal care and equal reasonableness ; but 
I do not know that the noble Lord has 
completely satisfied us. I do not mean 
satisfied our opinion, but satisfied our 
reasonable and proper curiosity. The noble 
Lord, as far as I understood him, has not 
given us any reason for this step that has 
been taken. He has recounted what has 
happened in the past; he has given a 
statement of the present position of 
affairs; he has declared the general 
intention and policy of the Government ; 
but when he referred to what this Treaty 
involves, as going one little step beyond 
where we have “been before, 1 wonder 
whether he realises fully that this step 
was a positive obligation upon this 
country in certain emergencies to go to 
war. Thatsurely can hardly be described 
as one little step beyond where we were. 
The noble Lord says that the Govern- 
ment was very anxious to maintain the 
status quo, and one of the objects which 
in these documents are held out as the 
groundwork of the Agreement between 
this country and Japan is the territorial 
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integrity and independence of China. | 
Well, I want to know a little what | 
“China” means, because I find that 
the language, in a geographical sense, is 
vague. Inthe beginning of one of the 
earlier paragraphs of Lord Lansdowne’s 
despatch, it speaks of — 

“The integrity and independence of the 
Chinese Empire,” 
and that — 


“There should be no disturbance of the. 
territorial status quo, either in China or in the 
adjoining regions,” 
that all nations should within— 

_“ Those regions as well as within the limits 
of the Chinese Empire be accorded equal oppor- 
tunities for the development of their commerce 
and industry.” 


So that thefe are three definitions of 
the territorial effect of this Treaty. 
There is China; there are adjoining 
regions ; and there is the Chinese Empire 
as well. Now, I should have thought 
that that was unnecessary, and it may 
give rise to confusion in the minds of 
hon. Members to mention all these 
separate items which I presume are all 
included within the Chinese Empire. 
The Chinese Empire includes territory as 
far as Yarkand and Kashgar. It includes 
Tibet, I presume ; it includes Eastern 


‘Turkestan ; it takes a very wide flight, 


and I think we ought to have from the 
Government some more exact definition 


of the country, of the geographical 
superfices, to which those interests 
are supposed to refer. On the main 


question I believe there is substantial 
agreement amongst us as to the policy 
to be pursued. To begin with, we have 
nothing but goodwill towards Japan 
and the Japanese Government. We are 
all agreed in our admiration of the won- 
derful enterprise and the progress they 
have made, and their love of progress. 
They had established their position as one 
of the great Powers of the world, and 
we have given indisputable proof, to 
which the noble Lord referred in the 
past that we have been among the 
first and foremost to recognise these 
facts and to act upon them. We 
are also, I think, agreed that our 
interests, so far as China is _ con- 
cerned, are mainly identical—I mean 
the interests of Japan and _ our- 
selves. We have no other desire than 
to maintain the integrity and inde- 
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pendence of China. What we are most 
concerned in is the maintenance of the 
freedom of trade which we enjoy under 
treaties with China. That is the matter 
which comes closest to our real interests ; 
but at the same time I do not think 
that anybody has a desire or the wish 
to see the independence and integrity of 


China interfered with, and I was glad 
to hear the noble Lord so explicitly dis- 
‘own the policy of establishing some 


sphere of influence of our own, and 
prefer the so much better, wider, and 
wiser policy of the open door for the 
trade of all nations alike. We are all 
agreed that there should be an equal 
opportunity to all nations of developing 
commerce and industry, and we are all 
agreed in favour of peace, and if any 
of these rights and interests are en- 
dangered, we ought, of course, to take 
all due steps. But the noble Lord then 
described how satisfactory was the posi- 
tion at present. He quoted admissions 
of declarations which had been made in 
varjous agreements between different 
pairs of States, and said that all accepted 
these principles. 


LorD CRANBORNE: I said generally. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It cannot be said that the principles 
have been accepted all round. Then I 
come to ask him—Why this sudden 
step ? Seeing that things were established 
on so satisfactory a basis, why take this 
step? Does it involve some danger of 
interfering with the present satisfactory 
position by arousing some new jealousies 
and suspicions amongst the Powers 
themselves? Of course, in saying this 
we are speaking without knowledge of 
many circumstances which may be in 
the knowledge of the Government ; and 
I do not wish to be considered as at 
all pronouncing any opinion, because we 
are not in a position to do so, as to the 
wisdom or unwisdom, the necessity or 
the lack of necessity, of this Treaty. But 
I think we have not yet received from 
the noble Lord any reason why this great 
change of policy has been entered upon ; 
no change in the ultimate object of 
policy surely, but change in the means 
by which that object is to be attained. 

The noble Lord said that although the 
position was satisfactory, yet we have so 
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large a share of the trade of China, and 
such huge interests involved, that we are 
exposed togreat and constantlyincreasing 
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competition. How does this 'lreaty affect 
competition? It has nothing to do with 
competition. [ am afraid that the best 


way by which we can meet competition 
is by competing better ourselves. That 
is probably the high road to success. 
But how will this Treaty affect com- 
petition and trade with other countries ! 
Let us look more closely to the terms of it. 
To begin with, there is not perfect con- 
sistency between the letter of Lord 
Lansdowne and the Treaty itself. As 
my hon. friend behind me pointed out, 
the passage at the top of the second page 
in Lord Lansdowne’s letter is not borne 
out inthe Treaty. It says— 

“That part of the Treaty which renders either 

of the high contracting parties liable to be 
called upon by the other for assistance can 
operate only when one of the allies has found 
himself obliged to go to war in defence of 
interests which are common to both, when the 
circumstances in which he has taken this step 
are such as to establish that the quarrei has not 
been of his own seeking, and when, being 
engaged in his own defence, he finds himself 
vatened, not by a single Power, but by a 
hostile coalition.” 
There is nothing in the Treaty as to 
the nature of the quarrel which is 
entered into. That is surely a very im- 
portant matter. 


CRANBORNE: “ 





LORD Aggressive 


action.” 


H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Whe is to judge of the aggressive 
action! Js it both the Powers? Must 
they agree upon aggressive action? | 
will put a case to the noble Lord in 
order to bring out what the real con- 
ditions of the Treaty are. Under the 
Agreement, it seems to me, supposing 
our common interests—[ am sor1y to 


SIR 


see that the Foreign Office uses the 
word “mutual” in the ungrammatical 


wording of the text of the Treaty, but 
“common,” I think, is preterable 
to “ mutual ’—supposing our common 
interests in China are affected injuriously 
either by foreign aggression or by dis- 
turbance, and one of the Powers inter- 
feres. What s the other Power going 
to do? Is the other Power bound to 
neutrality? Is it bound to stand by 
with its arms folded while the other 
Power is conducting military operations 4 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 
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Lorp CRANBORNE: Obviously not: 


Agreement. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Let it be clear. When it says it shall 
be neutral, it means it shall abstain from 
interfering in the war. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: No, no. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
It means that it is not to take part 


with the other side, 1 suppose. Well, 
if that is so with regard to that 
particular case, supposing there is 


trouble in Korea, where Japan has a 
large number of Outlanders, who are 
not always a very manageable or reason- 
able class of people. They have trouble 
with their Outlanders—somebody picks 
a quarrel. When Outlanders get to 
loggerheads with the Government of the 
country in which they happen to live, 
it is sometimes difficult to discover who 
is the author of the quarrel which arises, 
and we may take a different view from 
Japan upon that matter. Japan which 
is recognised in the Treaty, has political 
as well as commercial interests in Korea. 
its political interests are affected; a 
disturbance arises; Japan finds itself 
threatened by two Powers ; we are bound, 
whatever we may think of the origin 
of the quarrel—I am putting the case 
hypothetically, I shall be glad to know 
it is not so—whatever we may think 
of the origin of the quarrel, we are 
bound to join Japan in the war. | 
hope it will be made clear that that is 
not so; but, to the best of my reading 
of it, that would follow from the terms 
of the Treaty. 

Sir, I think the House will do well 
to remember that our stake in this 
matter is a huge one. I do not mean 
only the necessity of our maintaining 
our rights in the Far East—our com- 
mercial and our other interests—I refer 
to stakes in another sense, in another 
shape. Supposing we were involved 
through this Treaty in a war; is the 
burden equally divided between us and 
Japan ? Japan’s interests are in China 
and within her own borders and in 
Korea. She has full responsibility, of 
course, for her domestic defence. But 
when we are called upon under this 
Treaty to go to war with two Powers, 
we find those Powers touching us m 
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every part of the world, so that it is 
not at all an equal thing to us and 
to Japan to be involved in a war such 
as is contemplated here. I saw it 
stated in this morning’s papers—I think 
it was the French Press —that this 
arrangement is very much _ better 
for us than for Japan. Well, Sir. I 
doubt it very much in respect to the 
matter to which I am referring—namely, 
that Japan, after all, runs but a small 
risk compared to the enormous disturb- 
ance of our position and the enormous risk | 
which any such eventuality would force 
upon us. This is, I believe—the nobe 

Lord will correct me if Iam wrong—the 

first occasion since the end of the Great 

War that we have formed a defensive or 

offensive alliance with any Power. We 

have always, even in this particular 

matter of the Far East, had the advan- 

‘age of the freedom which individual | 
ac ion gives. Iam not one who thinks 

it is very admirable to boast of our 
isolation, because there is a kind of 
isolation which does not reflect very | 
inuch credit upon this country. But, on 

the other hand, there is a freedom of 

individual action which is of immense 

importance to this country, and this 

Treaty, so far as it goes, deprives us of 

that freedom of individual action. I 

agree with my hon. friend behind me 

that the peaceable commercial interests 

and other material interests of this 

country, and of Japan and of the United 

States, are very much the same in the 

Far. East. Might not common action 

have been sufficiently secured by an 

interchange of diplomatic Notes, and not 

by an explicit undertaking of this kind, 

imposing upon us an 

“international contract of binding validity ” ? 


I should like to know also from the 
Government—I may say that I put all this 
criticism in a hypothetical way, because 
we have not yet received what must be 
the real reason for this developed policy 
—I should like, before I sit down, to ask 
one more question. What have been | 
the communications made, before this 
Treaty was ratified or published, with the | 
other Powers concerned—with Germany, | 
with the United States, and with the | 
other Great Powers who are concerned 
in this matter? Let me repeat, we) 
have no desire to change the policy| 
which has now _ been _ established | 
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as the policy of this country in the 
Far East. We desire to be on friendly 
terms with Russia, on far more friendly 
terms, in fact, than we have ever been 
before. We desire to associate ourselves, 
as closely as you please, with the 
Japanese, with whom there is a certain 
strong sympathy in this country, But 
we wish to be sure that in order to 
carry out these desirable objects, so 
great and important an obligation as 
this was necessary for the purposes we 
have in view. 


Agreement. 


(5.53.) THe FIRST LORD or tue 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I shall only detain the 
House for a short time, but the questions 
of the right hon. Gentleman, I suppose, 
require that 1 should take some notice 
of the speech which he has just delivered. 

The right hon. Gentleman seems to be 
of opinion that there is some occult reason 
lying behind the transaction which we 
are now commenting upon; that His 
Majesty’s Government have a great deal 
of secret information which indicates the 
necessity of making this Treaty with 
Japan. So far as I am aware, every 
Gentleman in this House is perfectly com- 
petent to understand the full weight of 
the grounds upon which we have made 
what I quite admit is, at all events in 
recent years, a new departure. I am 
not prepared to minimisein the slightest 
degree the importance of the step we 
havetaken. Ido notat all pretend that 
it is one of the ordinary, everyday dip- 
lomatic transactions between Power and 
Power. Butthe reasons for it seem to me 
to lie not in the secret archives of this or 
any other Foreign Office, but upon the 
broad facts and the large necessities of our 
interests and our policy in the Far East. 

Sir, Iam amazed both at the difficulty 
which the right hon. Gentleman appears to 
find in discerning any reason for this policy, 
and at the interpretation which he puts 
upon the instrument in which that policy is 
embodied. Actually, if I do not misunder- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman, he went 
this extraordinary length. Because in the 
Treaty we bind ourselves if Japan were at 
war—as Japan binds herself if we go to 
war in regard to our interests in the Far 
East—to maintain, in the first instance, 
and until a third Power is engaged, a 
neutral attitude, the right hon. Gentleman, 
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who has studied this document, appears | second ground is not lessimportant. and 
to think its provisions carry with it this | it is that in our judgment a Treaty of 
extraordinary consequence, that however | this kind makes strongly for peace. I 
much we might desire to go to the | do not discuss the great alliances referred 
assistance of Japan, if Japan were in | to by the hon. Member who brought 
difficulties with a single Power, we should | this Motion forward, which we all know 
be prevented from doing so by the fact | to exist in Europe at the present time. 
that the word “ neutrality ” comes in in | But that, on the whole, they have made 


this Treaty. 


Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I said J was sure it could not méan that, 
but the words imply that. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I th x: not. I 
think even the subtlest of lawyers would 
hardly contend that any interpretation of 
that kind could be put upon those words. 
Common sense is against it, and, I 
venture to say, the ordinary canons of 
.interpretation which every man adopts in 
the work of daily life. When you 
pledge yourselves not to fight against 


persons, you do not pledge yourselves not | 
to fight on their side. That, really, is the 
| 


whole thing put in a nutshell. 

I do not feel it in my power to 
expand for more than five minutes the 
grounds on which the Government have 
thought this a most expedient policy for 
us to adopt. It is admitted on all hands 
that our interests in the Far East and 
Japan’s interests in the Far East are 
identical ; it is admitted on all hands 
that what we both want in the Far East 
is the maintenance of the status quo. It 


is admitted on all hands that there can ip ig cig ee 
be no greater blow to the policy which | ™ ae ae. 


not only Japan and Great Britain, but also | 
America, Germany, all the commercial | 
nations, I believe, have—their interest | 
is also the status quo—there can be no | 


| for peace, no human being will deny, and 
for this obvious reason. In these days, 
while a war between two Powers is 
sufficiently formidable, a war in which 
/a larger number of Powers is involved 
|is practically so great an undertaking 
|that even the most adventurous states- 
manship would shrink from it. If it 
were possible for two first-class Powers 
to coalesce to fight against Japan, the 
result would be either that Japan 
would be crushed, would suffer very 
serious losses, and be practically crippled, 
or that before that event took place she 
would modify her policy to suit the 
demands of hertwoantagonists. Neither 
of these changes can we contemplate with 
/equanimity. It is neither good for us 
that Japan should be crushed, nor that 
through a coalition of two Powers she 
‘should be obliged to mould her policy 
in a direction antagonistic to our interests. 
Now that this Treaty has been carried 
out, it is quite evident that that con- 
tingency cannot take place. There 
never can be two Powers ranged against 
Japan alone, any more than there can 
be two Powers ranged against us alone 
That fact clearly 
and evidently makes for what is the 
greatest interest of the civilised world 
—the interest of peace. 


It has been suggested and hinted by 





greater blow to the status quo in the Far some who have spoken in the debate, 
East than that two Powers should coalesce | that this Treaty must be of an un- 
to crush either us or Japan. That friendly character to other nations. Sir, 
they should crush us, I will not argue.|I say that it is nothing of the kind. 
But if we were at war with a Power!I entirely concur with what fell from 
in the Far East, the value of|the right hon. Gentleman when he 
Japan to us is clear and manifest.|said that he desired that this country 
But is it conceivable that we should per- | should be on friendly and cordial terms 
mit two Powers to crush Japan? I do/ with Russia, and that there should be no 
not think that itis. And I think itis not | lack of confidence dividing the Govern- 
so, not only for the reasons stated by | ments of those two countries. There is 
my noble friend, but also for the reason|no wish dearer to the heart of His 
stated by the right hon. Gentleman | Majesty’s Government. We are most 
opposite—that the interests of Great! anxious for that result. The dangers 
Britain and Japan are identical. That | which this Treaty guards against are the 
is the first broad ground on which we| dangers of an adventurous policy, of 
think this Agreement desirable. The} which His Majesty's Government are 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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very far from suspecting the Russian | 


Government in the Far East. Neverthe- | 
less, it is well known that there are. 
schools of thought on the Continent of | 
Europe which would like to see such | 
adventurous schemes carried out. | 
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believe that it makes for peace, and I 
do believe that it builds up into a more 
solid and coherent alliance all the forces 
which tend towards an object which 
every man in this House has in view 
—the object of maintaining the stutus quo 





Whether those schools will ever gain such ‘in the Far East, with equal trade 
influence in their own countries as to| opportunities for every nation anxious 
make them a danger to the peace of the|to take part in Eastern commerce. 
world, I know not, but I trust not, and , That is theone motive which animated 
Iam inclined to believe not. But that | us in making this Treaty, and I am 
by this Treaty we have done much to! sure that the House and the country 
strengthen all the forces which make for | will think that motive sufficient. 
peace, that we have done much to place | 
upon a solid and permanent foundation,, *(6.10.) Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT 
or as long as the Treaty lasts, the | (Monmouthshire, W.): No one will cast 
interests common to the whole of the | any doubt on the motives by which the 
commercial world, and not least of our Government have been actuated. They 
American brothers, I have no doubt at | desire peace and the maintenance of the 
all. Though I began my speech by | status quo in China. That we all 
criticising some of the interpretations of willingly acknowledge. The question 
the right hon. Gentleman, and by is whether the method which they have 
explaining to him that he was wrong in , pursued to achieve those ends is the 
supposing that there was any occult best method that could be adopted. 
motive lying behind our open and The right hon. Gentleman has not 
avowed policy, I may, I think, interpret | thrown as much light on this matter as 
the general tenour of his observations as might have been desired. He has simply 
being in favour of the course which we confined himself to the statement that 
have pursued. He suggested, indeed, | the obligation of this country to go to 
an alternative—the exchange of Notes war in certain circumstances is the best 
between this country and Japan andthe method of preserving peace, but he has 
United States, which was to have the said nothing that would satisfy me that 
same effect as a Treaty. that is the best method in the circum- 
stances. There are many things which 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : he has not explained. The status quo 
No. is spoken of in this document. But 
what is the status quo to-day in Man- 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: At any rate, churia? That is an important ques- 
they were to conduce to the same objects. tion. Every Power, including ourselves, 
[ fail to understand what the value of has impaired the integrity and inde- 
that policy would be. In so far as the pendence of China by appropriating, 
Notes differed from the Treaty, they | under the terms of a lease, a portion 
would differ in this respect—that Japan , of her territory. You have taken Wei- 
would not know what we meant, and Hai-Wei; Germany has taken Shang- 
we should not know what Japan meant ; | tung, and Russia has taken Port Arthur. 
and the result of that doubt and, The status quo hasbeen impaired. The 
ambiguity would be that there would be right hon. Gentleman ought to give 
an uncertainty in the policy of the two} us some idea of the status guo which we 
countries, which now, I hope, will never are to maintain. What is the position 
occur. Ido not deny for one moment which you assume with reference to 
that this Treaty throws an obligation | Manchuria at this moment ? You have 
on th’s country which might not told us what is the status quo of 
possibly be onerous. I do not pretend! Russia in Manchuria. It has been 
that by a Treaty of this kind, assumed that we are going to act in 
you get everything and you risk nothing, | this matter with Japan upon interests 
nor do I believe in the policy which | which are common to the two countries. 
asserts that any such object is within | Lord Lansdowne says so in his despatch. 
the reach of diplomacy; but I do But the Treaty itself, in the first article, 
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points out that the interests are not 
identical. It discriminates between our 
special interests in China and Japan’s 
in Korea ; and it makes provision, not 
for action in common in these respects, 
but for separate action in both. That 
is the meaning of the next article 
with reference to neutrality. 
that we may remain neutral. 
a singular situation. You call yourself 
allies. Your ally goes to war, and you 
expressly stipulate that either party 
may remain neutral. But what is 
the consequence? You may be en- 
gaged in a war on account of your 
commercial interests in China, or of the 
integrity of China being attacked. 
Japan is at liberty to remain neutral. 
If so, you cannot enter her harbours, 
and therefore the whole advantage which 
you might expect to gain from the 
alliance with Japan may be totally 
neutralized. The war may be with China, 
with Russia, France, or Germany, but 
one contracting party is at liberty to be 
neutral when the other is attacked 
by one Power. That seems to me to be a 
most extraordinary arrangement. Take it 
the other way. Suppose that Japan is 
attacked by one Power, it may “be a 
Great Power far stronger than herself, 
yet we are at liberty under this Treaty, 
the origin of the hostilities being sepa- 
rate, to say that we are neutral, and 
Japan may be abandoned to the mercy 
of that Power, and so may be crushed. 
What an extraordinary arrangement 
that is! Then if Japan is embarked on 
hostilities we may take our choice; we 
may say, ‘It does not suit the in- 
terests of England to embark on these 
hostilities, we will be neutral.” That is 
provided for in the second article of the 
Treaty, and the words are used, “in 
the defence of their respective interests,” 
not their common interests, but their 
“ respective interests.”’” And throughout 
the whole of this Treaty it is regarded as 
a fact that Japan and Great Britain are 
not necessarily acting in defence of 
their common interests, as to which 
their common consent would be required 
in order to justify hostilities. 

It is contemplated here that the two 
countries, ‘‘in the defence of their 
respective interests,’’ may become in- 
volved in war with another Power. 
One of the contracting parties, as I have 


Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 


I agree | 
But what | 
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said, is at liberty to leave its ally in the 
lurch in the case of hostilities with only 
one Power. But a neutral and an ally 
are not compatible words ; when you 
talk of a man who is an ally you mean 
a man who is not neutral. It is a 
most extraordinary state of things. 
The Power that attacks may be a 
great and overwhelming Power — it 
is not necessary to say what Power— 
with an unlimited command of troops, 
which in the near future will approach 
Japan ; and, positively, under this Treaty 
we are under no obligation to prevent 
Japan from being crushed by that single 
'Power. Then, if we have determined 
justly that the particular incident on 
which the hostilities with Japan have 
arisen is one which does not concern us, 
and haye declared ourselves to be neutral, 
the advent of another Power will leave 
us no option in the matter, war will be 
forced upon us despite our determina- 
tion. You are compelled therefore, 
having determined to be neutral, to cease 
to be neutral, and to enter into the con- 
test simply by the advent of another 
Power, or the coalition of other Powers. 
We have every reason to be satisfied with 
the course which this country has pur- 
sued before? The Government of Lord 
Rosebery, of which I was a member, 
were very strongly pressed by a great 
European coalition to join them in de- 
priving Japan of the fruit of the war 
she had waged with such wonderful gal- 
lantry and vigour; but we declined alto- 
gether to take part in that transaction 
by which Port Arthur was transferred 
from Japan to Russia, That apparently 
is the status quo which is now to be 
maintained in the interests of the in- 
tegrity of China. Therefore we have 
taken the line, and I believe it was a 
line approved of on all hands, of refusing 
to take a course which would have been 
injurious to Japan. My right hon. 
friend referred to a great inequality 
between the contracting parties in 
the event of war. If you are to have 
war with a Great European Power, as 
he truly said, it will not be confined to 
China, or Korea, or the China seas. 


And if you are going into a war such 
as youare contemplating, when attacked 
by two Powers—everybody knows whom 
you mean, it is no use endeavouring to 

| conceal it—that war will not be waged 
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in China, Korea, or the Gulf of Pe-chi-li; 
it will be waged in Centra] Asia. It 
will be waged by a Power which has the 
capacity of pouring unlimited forces into 
Persia and into Afghanistan, upon your 
Indian frontier. In this Treaty you 
are staking upon the dice the peace and 
the future of your Indian Empire. Your 
fleets will be engaged not only in the 
China seas, but in the Mediterranean 
and in the Baltic. I only ask, when you 
are lightly undertaking such a responsi- 
bility as this, how would it have been in 
that dark December, after the disaster 
of Colenso, if you had been called upon 
under this Treaty to encounter in war 
two of the greatest Powers in Europe ? 
That, in my opinion, is a situation which 
requiresmuchmore matureconsideration, 
much more careful explanationof theperils 
it involves in the future than any we 
have received, especially at a time when 
you are piling up hundreds of millions 
of debt, when you have to search in all 
your possessions in order to get men 
enough to man your Army, and when you 
have actually depleted the defences of 
India. It has been said, and truly, that 
this is a policy which is contrary to the 
traditional policy of this country ever 
since the great war. We have refused 
to embark in many of these treaties, 
all advanced on the same grounds, that 
are advocated by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, that they were in the interests of 
peace. Beginning with the Holy Alli- 
ance, and coming down to the Triple 
Alliance and the Dual Alliance, all are 
propounded as being in the interest of 
securing peace. We have maintained 
without these alliances now, for the 
better part of the century, a great and 
potent influence in Europe, and now 
we are going to abandon that policy and 
embark upon a future which no man 
can foresee. 

There is one question to which I would 
direct the attention of the House, and 
upon which we have received no in- 
formation from the Government. What 
is to be the position of China in this 
matter ? You talk of the independence and 
integrity of China, and yet, it seems to me, 
you claim the right to refuse to China 
what naturally belongs to an independent 
nation. Suppose that China chose of 
her own free will to give preference to 
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allowed to do that? If you deny her 
the right to do that you deny her a 
right which belongs to every independent 
country, and therefore we really ought to 
understand in what position we are 
placed. I quite agree with the noble 
Lord who said that we do not favour 
the principle of “spheres of influence.” 
No, Sir, I think it is very much better 
that we should have, and that all the 
world should have, access to all parts of 
China; but surely you cannot deny to 
China some independent right in herself 
of dealing with questions of that kind. 
Are you going to war with China if she 
makes a Treaty with some one else ? 
You have bound yourself to Japan, but 
you have not bound any other Power, and 
is it to be a casus belli if China with 
Russia or some other country makes an 
Alliance. We ought to be told very 
distinctly on that point, because this 
affects the whole question of Manchuria, 
which everybody knows lies at the bottom 
of this Treaty. We want to know what 
the situation is in reference to that, and 
whether the existing sfatus in regard to 
Manchuria is part of the status quo which 
you desire to maintain. Lord Salisbury 
said, I think very wisely, some time ago 
that the great danger to the world is the 
situation of the decaying nations. Every- 
body knows what he meant by “ decaying 
nations.” Everybody knew what he 
meant by that, and one of the decaying 
nations, at all events, is China. You 
have a Government restored there at this 
moment. What do you think may be the 
position of that Government in the next 








five years, during which this Treaty is to 
last? You are binding yourself to the 
maintenance of the integrity and in- 
dependence of China for five years, and 
that at the price of war if necessary. 
What may be the change in the condition 
of China during that period? In my 
opinion all these questions come under 
this dilemma, and all treaties of this 
kind are exposed to this criticism— 
either your interests and your ally’s are 
identical—and then without a Treaty you 
will be compelled to act together, or else 
your interests are not identical, and 
then if you are compelled to act with 
her it may prove a disaster to you ; and, 
as a fact, history shows that when the 
time comes you will refuse to act. That | 
is the history most of these treaties 
guarantee. It happened, I think, at the 





particular countries, is she not to be 





time of the war with America, when 
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you called on Holland to act on a 
Treaty of this kind. If you and Japan 
have the same interests, as I believe you 
have, then when the necessity arises you 
will act together ; but if the time comes 
when it is contrary to the safety of this 
country, and you find yourself bound by 
an obligation of this kind, te Treaty will 
fall into ruin. That is the fundamental 
objection to all treaties of this kind. 
We did five-and-twenty years ago enter 
upon a treaty—not so stringent as this, 
but a separate dual treaty. It was at 
the time we were being engaged in the 
general European settlement of the 
Treaty of Berlin. It was called the 
Anglo-Turkish Convention. What has 
become of the Anglo-Turkish Convention? 
It has been repudiated. It was a 
treaty under which we engaged --and 
we took Cyprus for the purpose-—we 
engaged to maintain and defend alone the 
integrity and independence of the Turkish 
dominions in Asia Minor. 


LorD CRANBORNE: On conditions. 
Turkey reformed. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Oh, 
yes. if certain reforms were carried out. 
Iam glad that the noble Lord put the 
point to me. How do you know that 
the condition of China will not change 
as much in the course of the next five 
years us the condition of Turkey changed 
after that Convention was made? Then 
there may be reasons for repudiating this 
Treaty, as you repudiated the Anglo- 
Turkish Convention. There you are, left 
with Cyprus on your hands. Cyprus, 
which used to be a place of arms, is as 
little a place of arms as Wei-Hai-Wei will 
be, and it is in exactly the same situa- 
tion. It is absolutely useless. Treaties 
of this kind, which are founded upon the 
anticipation of events which it is impos- 
sible to predict, have this immense evil, 
that they may impose on you the neces- 
sity of doing that which will be disastrous 
to your fortunes, or else leave you in a 
state which is injurious to your credit in 
the world. Therefore, I confess, I do desire 
still to have some fuller explanation, 
something which will be intelligible to us 
and to the people of this country, of the 
reasons which have led to the departure 
from principles which have been conse- 


crated by the traditions of nearly a | 


century. 
Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 


Agreement. 1304 


(6.38.) Sm HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheffield, Central): It was impossible 
to listen without emotion to the mourn- 
ful prophesies of the right hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down, but although I 
listened with great attention to both the 
right hon. Gentleman and the right hon. 
Gentleman who preceeded him I could 
only gather from their speeches that 
this is not a sufficiently offensive and 
defensive treaty with Japan. Their 
complaint was that if Japan was 
attacked by only one Power we were 
not bound to assist her, but would have 
to wait until they were attacked by a 
second Power. The right hon. Gentleman 
asked what was the sfatus quo given in 
the Far East. He has only to consult 
the Consular Reports to see that it is a 
trade of many millions which it is 
essential that we should maintain. I 
am only going to detain the House for 
a moment. I have travelled in these 
regions and know the people in the 
Far East, and I do not believe there is 
a single British subject in China or 
Japan who would not be thankful to 
His Majesty’s Government for having 
negotiated and for having concluded 
this Treaty with Japan. 1 am quite 
sure it is of the greatest advantage to 
this country, and | cannot for the life 
of me understand the policy suggested 
by the Leader of the Opposition that 
instead of concluding a Treaty, open 
and above-board and communicated to 
foreign Powers, there should simply 
have been an interchange of Notes 
between His Majesty’s Government and 
Japan. This Treaty is open to the 
whole world, and it surely is the surest 
guarantee of peace we could possibly 
have. As representing an industrial 
constituency, and as knowing the difficult 
problems which concern British interests 
in the Far East, I desire as a humble 
Member of this House to record my 
‘vote with grateful thanks to the 
'Government for having negotiated the 
Treaty. I believe to the full the letter 
of Lord Lansdowne to Sir Claude 
Macdonald in which the noble Lord says 


“It contains no provisions which can be 
regarded as an indication of aggressive self- 
| seeking tendencies in the regions to which it 
| applies. It has been concluded purely as a 
| measure of precaution to be invoked should 
occasion arise in the defence of important, 
' British interests.” , 
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The important British interests which | 
are concerned in the enormous trade in | 
China and Japan which we have at the | 
present time—a trade at 28 or 30 treaty 

ports with only a duty of 5 per cent. | 
against us. A trade which in the con- 
dition of affairs in the Far East with two 

great Powers so closely allied, is liable 

to be interfered with at any time. I 

am quite certain this Treaty is a guarantee 

of peace, and I am grateful to the Govern- 

ment for having negotiated it. 


*(6.43) Mr. JOSEPH WALTON | 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley): The 
House will perhaps pardon me for 
taking up a brief space of its time upon 
this most important question of British 
interests in the Far East, but it is a 
question to which I have given some 
attention, and it is for that reason 
that I venture to address the House. 
The question of safe- guarding our 
interests in the Far East is a ques- 
tion which ought to be approached 
from no Party standpoint because it 
affects the whole nation, and indeed the 
whole empire. We have had reason 
occasionally in the past to blame the 
Government for not having been vigi- 
lent enough in upholding the trade 
rights of this country in China. We 
have had again and again to accuse 
them of having pursued a policy of 
drift and surrender, and, indeed, what is 
the situation of British treaty and trade 
rights with China today? We know 
that some agreements have been entered 
into, notably the Anglo-German Agree- 
ment, which professedly was entered 
into for the purpose of maintaining the 
independence and the integrity of China, 
and of giving all nations equal oppor- 
tunity to trade there. Then there was 
the Anglo-Russian Agreement, and there 
have been other understandings such as | 
that with Germany. In spite of all 
these Agreements and understandings, is 
it not the fact that our Treaty trade-rights 
in the great country of Manchuria have 
been to some extent lessened and | 
unfavourably affected? Is it not the) 
fact that Germany has planted herself 
in the province of Shan-tung, and) 
that in all human probability we shall | 
not in the future enjoy the same trade- 
rights there as we ought under our | 
treaties with China? The question with | 
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me is not whether the Government have 
made too much haste, but whether 
they have not been much too slow 
in concluding some effective arrange- 
ment for co-operating with Japan 
in support of our mutual interests in the 
Far East. In my opinion the first mistake 
was made when Russia, France and Ger- 
many sought to deprive Japan of the 
fruits of victory, and compelled her to 
evacuate the Lao-tung Peninsula. Had 
England when requested, as she was by the 
Powers, given Japan the benefit of her 
influence and insisted, as a condition of 
her withdrawal from the Lao-tung Pen- 
insula, that Russia, France and Germany 
and other nations should enter into an 
agreement not to oceupy Port Arthur or 
any part of the Lao-tung Peninsula, the 
chances are that the situation in China 
today would have been very different. 

This Treaty which has been concluded 
with Japan is a most important Agree- 
ment ; it may be far reaching in its con- 
sequences. The question is, is it an 
Agreement of a menacing cr aggressive 
character? Iam bound to say that the 
objects set before the two Powers are 
most laudable. Those objects are simply 
to maintain the status quo, the indepen- 
dence and integrity of the Chinese Empire, 
and equal trading rights for all nations. 
The contracting parties most unselfishly 
seek no advantage or preference for them- 
selves, they simply seek to preserve what 
they already enjoy under their Treaty 
trade-rights in the Chinese Empire, and 
to ensure that those rights shouid be 
equally enjoyed by all other nations. 
There is nothing in the policy set forth in 
this Treaty in regard to which foreign 
Power can have any reasonable ground of 
objection. We were told by my hon. friend 
the Member for South Wolverhampton 
that if Japan made an attack upon Russia 
the Treaty would become operative. But 
according to its wording, the Treaty be- 
comes operative only in the event of 
aggressive action by any other Power 
against England or Japan. Therefore, in 
the event of aggressive action on the part 
of Japan herself against Russia or any 
other Power, the Treaty would not 
become operative. 

The question we have to consider is 
whether this Treaty makes for peace or 
for war. My honest opinion is that the 
Treaty will do much tofsafeguard the just 
commercial rights and interests of this 
country in the Far East, and that it is a 
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guarantee of peace rather than an incite- 
ment to war. I believe that the alliances 
in Europe have undoubtedly maintained 
the peace of Europe. When I was in 
Japan two years ago, the Marquis Ito and 
every other statesman with whom I had 


Anglo-Japanese 


interviews said to me: “It is all very. 
well telling us that the interests of | 
England and Japan are identical, but | 


what is the use of saying that unless 


we arrive at a common understanding | 
|lation is increased at the rate of half 


for giving practical effect to our policy, 
and for supporting our mutual interests.” 
I do not disguise from myself the fact 
that in certain eventualities we, under 
this Treaty, take upon our shoulders a 


grave responsibility ; yet, on the other | 


hand, I believe that, with the full know- 


ledge on the part of the other nations. 


of the world of the existence of this 
Treaty, the likelihood of aggressive action 


plunged into war under our new obliga- 
tions is much lessened rather than 
increased. After all, we have most 


important trade-rights in the great Empire | 


of China. Have we so lost the qualities 
of our forefathers that we are not prepared 
to take the slightest risk to uphold and 
maintain these rights? I have often 
accused His Majesty’s Government of 
making humiliating surrenders. I still 
hold that they have done so, but in 
regard to this particular Treaty, I think 
they are showing a practical desire to 
safeguard the just interests of this country 
in China, especially in a commercial sense, 
and that their action will commend itself to 
the great bulk of the British nation. The 
Treaty runs for only five years. That is 
not a long period. If during those five 
years any reason is found which makes it 
unwise to renew the Agreement, it will be 
open to His Majesty’s Government to 
terminate it. 

Reference has been made to the fact 
that we are allying ourselves to an Oriental 
nation. Well, | know something of Japan, 
although not so much as my hon. friend 
the Member for South Wolverhampton. 
But have we not admitted Japan within the 
pale of civilised nations by recently giving 
her jurisdiction over foreigners ? Did not 
the Japanese nation and the Japanese 
troops set an example to European nations 
in the recent operations in China? I 


believe that in allying ourselves to the 


Japanese nation we are allying ourselves 
to a nation at the head of which are 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 


{COMMONS} 


| statesmen as capable as our own. 
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The 


marvellous progress which Japan 
has made during the last 30 years 
justifies us in reposing in them this 
confidence, and being willing so to 
recognise that our interests in the Far 
East are identical as to enter into the 
mutual obligations contained in this 
Treaty. It is absolutely essential to 
Japan that the independence of Korea 
should be maintained. Japan's popu- 
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a million a year, and her area of 
cultivable land is very limited. My hon. 
friend the Member for South Wolver- 
hampton spoke discouragingly of Korea, 
but T tiltoes it is the fact that Korea is 
very much under-populated, that there 
is a considerable area of cultivable land 
which jis unoccupied, and that as a 


country into which the surplus popu- 
on their part such as would cause us to be | 


lation of Japan may pass, it is essential 
to that country that Korea should not 
pass under the domination of any other 
Power. But we, as well as Japan, have 
interests in Korea. We have trade 
interests and treaty rights in Korea 
equally as in China, though I must 
admit that the interests of Japan, 
so far as Korea goes, are much 
superior to and of much greater impor- 
tance than our own. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire told us there was no 
precedent for any such arrangement. 
But we guarantee the independence and 
integrity of Afghanistan. That is an 
enormous undertaking. We are under 
a treaty with the Ameer to drive out 
any invading foe from Afghan territory. 
The wisdom of that arrangement may 
be open to question, but there it is, and 
it is a precedent for the course the 
Government has taken with regard to 
Japan. 

I gather from the speeches of some of 
my hon. friends on this side of the House 
that they would prefer that Great 


Britain should remain in the position of 
splendid isolation we have recently been 


enjoying. Personally, I do not like that 
position. Ideeply regretthat—to my mind 
—the mistakes of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment has led to international animosities 
between ourselves and foreign nations, 
which have made our position in the 
world one of much greater danger than 
it was when our relations were those of 
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amity and concord. The objects for the 
forwarding of which we are, under this 
Treaty, to co-operate with Japan, are 
objects to which all the other nations 
having interests in Japan have already 
subscribed. Is it not the fact that the 


United States sought the assent of the | 


various Powers to practically the same 
objects as are here set forth, but that for 
some reason, best known to the United 
States Government, after being very 
active for a short time, they ceased their 


efforts, and since then have occupied a 


more neutral position ? There is no doubt 
although we may not have their formal 
adhesion in this particular Agreement, we 
should have the moral if not the material 
suppert of the United States in fur- 
thering the policy here laid down. 

Then, again, I do not see how Russia, 
France, or Germany can possibly have 
any objection to the aims set forth in 
this Agreement, because they have re- 
peatedly declared that their policy is 
practically the same. However that may 
be, the immense importance of British 
commerc al interests in the Far East 
justify the Government in making such 
arrangements for safeguarding those 
interests as in their opinion would be 
most effective, even though those ar- 
rangements may bring about, in certain 
eventualities, a risk of war. 
opinion is, however, that this Agreement 


will safeguard our commercial interests’ 


better than they have been safe- 
guarded hitherto. 
my own side of the House especially, 
ought to attach enormous importance to 
these commercial interests, because we, 
more than hon. Members on the Govern- 
ment side, represent great industrial 
constituencies. [Ministerial cries of 


“No.”’] 


sir HOWARD VINCENT rose to 
speak. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: Iexcept the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Central | 
Sheffield, but as a rule we do. ‘The. 
hon. Member opposite represents an indus- 
trial constituency and we asa rulealsore- | 
present industrial constituencies. [Cries 
of “ No, no.”] However that may be, | 
we have important commercial interests 
in China and the new departure made 
is to my mind a wise departure, con- | 
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ceived in the best interests to safeguard 
the interests of the Empire. I wish for 
this Agreement all that those who 


concluded it hope it may achieve. | 


trust that it will be the means of 
strengthening our position in the Far 
East and preserve for the commerce 
of this country that great neutral 
market of China, without which, and 
without other markets of the same 
character, we could not expect the pros- 
perity of this country to continue. 


*(7.3.) EARL PERCY (Kensington, 5.) : 
I could add my voice to that of the 
hon. Member for Central Sheffield in con- 
gratulating the Government upon having 
concluded this Treaty. The hon. Mem- 
ber for South Wolverhampton said 
that the policy of His Majesty's 
Government is only the legitimate 
corollary of the policy which was pursued 


by Lord Rosebery’s Government. We 


are all very willing to acknowledge the 
friendly action which that Government 
adopted towards Japan, but if the policy 
of His Majesty’s Government is only the 
superstructure raised on Lord Rosebery's 
policy, all I can say is that that super- 
structure has been very much strength- 
ened by this Treaty. 


*Mr. NORMAN: The noble Lord is 
not correctly representing what I said. 
I do not regard it as the natural corollary. 


*Eart PERCY: I am glad to be able 
to agree with the hon. Member, for I 
think it is very different indeed. When 
after the war between China and Japan 
the three Powers—Russia, Germany and 
France—combined together to rob Japan 
of the legitimate fruits of her conquest, 


‘Lord Rosebery’s Government stood aloof 


and maintained a neutral attitude. In 
the face of such a Treaty as that which 
has just been concluded, such acts of 
spoliation will be absolutely impossible 
in the future. We cannot deny 
that this Treaty entails responsibilities 
of an onerous character upon this 
country. It is not necessary to inquire 
too minutely whether those responsi- 
bilities are likely to be more onerous to us 
thanto Japan. lagree with the Leader 


'of the House who said that he did not 


believe diplomacy was capable of securing 
advantages without corresponding con- 
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cessions. Nor is it dignified for a great 
country like this to grudge such 


sacrifices When the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire tells ussuch atreaty is unnecessary 
if our interests are identical, then I 
think that there is one obvious answer, 


and it is that prevention is better than | 


cure. I rather doubt if such a treaty 
had been in existence whether we should 
have had any of those long series of 
incidents in Shan-tung, Port Arthur, and 
Wei-hai-Wei. 

Then the right hon. Gentleman drew 


not a very convincing parallel between | 


the present Agreement and the Anglo- 
Turkish Convention, and he asked, ‘‘ How 
do you know that China will not act like 
Turkey or be willing to surrender to 


some other Power some part of her vast | 
I do not think any one will | 


territory 3” 
find in the Blue-books issued recently any 


desire on the part of China to surrender | 


territory, for China has come to us and 
asked repeatedly if we will assist her in 
resisting the demands of foreigu Powers. 


We agreed with Turkey to guarantee | 


the integrity of the Turkish Empire, 
but in the present case we are not 
guaranteeing the independance or the 
integrity of China at all. All we say is 
that we will combine to resist any attack 
upon Chinese integrity by two other 
Powers which, at the same time, invades 
any of the rights of the contracting 
parties. 
is a very remarkable fact, of which I 
hope the country will take note, that 


upon the first occasion upon which we. 


have contracted a Treaty Alliance with 


a great military and naval Power, the | 


principal speakers upon the Opposition 
side of the House have denounced the 


Treaty, although they were the very | 
men who went about upon every plat- | 


form in the country denouncing us for 
our splendid isolation. 
was a Treaty which justified us in 
departing from our traditional policy, it 
is this Treaty. It is not aggressive, 
for, on the face of it, it professes to 
recognise the rights of China, and not 
to aim at any absorption of territory 
either for ourselves or Japan. For my 
own part—and I believe this opinion is 
shared by a good many people in this 


country—lI think the greatest guarantee | 


for European peace and the peace of the 
Earl Percy. 


{COMMONS} 


I will only say that I think it | 


If ever there | 











1312 


|Far East, and the greatest guarantee 
against any further acts of aggression in 
| those partsisthat youshould make your 
‘intentions known and _ show 
‘countries that you have the power, if 
| necessary, to enforce them. 


Agreement 


(7.10) Mr. MACDONA (Southwark, 
| Rotherhithe): I desire to join in the 
|chorus of praise which the Government 
| has so justly earned for itself, and that 
| it has at last received the full reward of 
| Lord Salisbury’s masterly patience and 
| perseverance in identifying his policy 
'with the “open door” theory consis- 
| tently all through the wearisome vacilla- 
ting and selfish aims of all the other 
| Powers, who were anxious to cut up 
China and completely dismember it to 
the satisfaction of their own greed. | 
have gone over most of the ground in 
'China and I have seen a. great deal 
of the Chinese people. By this union 
with Japan we are allying ourselves with 
what has proved to be one of the pluckiest 
little nations in the world. I  be- 
lieve that the bravery of the Japanese 
‘troops during the storming o: the walls 
of Peking when they fought side by side 
| with the British troops, was worthy of 
any nation in the world which is proud 
of its military history. I believe this 
Treaty will mean the continuance of 
peace and prosperity in the Far East, 
and the development of our trade. Ever 
since England took possession of Wei- 
Hai-Wei, the Chinese people have been 
looking to our policy as the foundation 
of future commercial enterprise. No 
document could be drafted which would 
show more friendly feeling between 
'England and the Chinese people than 
is shown by this Treaty. Therefore 


I feel perfectly confident that this 
Treaty will inaugurate an era of 
commercial prosperity, because the 


Japanese are a nation as commercially 
en erprising as ourselves. In this Treaty 
with Japan Lord Salisbury has capped 
/and completed a most illustrious career 
‘as the most brilliant Foreign Minister 
England ever had. The result will be to 
‘increase our prosperity and prestige 
| amongst the nations, and to extend our 
| trade enormously. 


*(7.14.) Mr. NORMAN: My only 


_ object in maving the adjournment was 





other | 
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to elicit information, and that desire | but this Rule deals with a great constitu- 
having been gratified to some extent tional question of the utmost gravity. 
—though not to a very great extent— The Rule I refer to deals with the right 
by the interesting speeches of the) of duly elected Members of Parliament to. 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the | fulfil their duty to their constituencies in 
House and the noble Lord the Under | this House ; it deals with the right of the 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, I now ask House to disfranchise constituencies; and, 
leave to withdraw my Motion. indeed, if we are to judge by some of the 
oe a ee declarations made from the Government 
, Fe Bench, the right of this House to decide 
———— | who is and whois not fit to sit in this House 
NEW PROCEDURE RULES. as the representative of a constituency. 
[Trp Day’s DEBATE.] | These questions and others of a similar 
ORDER IN DEBATE, | character are raised by this | pro- 
Order read, for resuming adjourned r aa, age tte on sent + — 
debate on Amendment to Standing — ae yond . soot phe ee © 1 
Order 21 (Order in Debate), as amended — es 
i , | without the most careful and the most 
[11th February] :— searching debate. I may remind the 
And which Amendment was, in line 17 (in House that in 1882, when the Closure 


the second paragraph), to leave out the words | ies ; 
“shall continue for one week, on the second Rule was " proposed, the debate on 
occasion for a fortnight, and on the third or that one Resolution alone lasted for 


any subsequent occasion for a month,” and 19 nights; and in 1887, when the late 
insert the words “in any session shall continue Mr, W. H. Smith proposed a new Closure 
until the expiration of the next twenty days Rul edt thi ene | tentake of 
o which the House sits, on the second ule—an this was after the principle o 
occasion until the expiration of the next forty the Closure had been accepted by Parlia- 
days on — the House sits, -_ . the third | ment—the debate on that new Rule lasted 
orany subsequent occasion until the expira- - ; pha + 
tion of the next eighty days on which the 14 nights. ¢ I know that the right hon. 
House sits, and the number of days of sus- | Gentleman said the other night that, in 
pension shall be reckoned irrespectively of any his opinion, the Closure Rule was the 
Pye or adjournment. : most revolutionary change that had ever 
fa Member is suspended under this Order, b de in tt Proced f tl 
his suspension shall, notwithstanding the een made in tne a oO pe 0h 
expiration of the days of suspension aforesaid, House. I do not take that view. The 
a until he _ written a letter to the Closure was a most important and_ far- 
Speaker, expressing his sincere regret to the cals P ‘ter 4 »C 
+ ane for the offence for which he has been agi gg but after all the Closure 
suspended.—( Mr. A. J. Balfour.) Rule only dealt with an arrangement 
made by the House itself for the manage- 
Questions again proposed, “That the ment of debate, and for the limitation of 
words proposed to be left out stand part | the right of free speech—a most important 
of the Standing Order.” change, no doubt, but still a change that 
‘did not raise, in my opinion, in any 
(7.15.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND(Water- sense the grave constitutional question 
ford): On Tuesday night the right hon. with which this Rule we are now con- 
Gentleman the Leader of the House sidering is concerned. My view is that 
appealed to me to shorten the discussion the Closure was not half as serious a Rule 
upon this Rule for the future of this House as the Rule 
lai ; /we are now discussing, and if 19 days 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On this stage. on the first occasion were not too long 
. : ; ‘to take in discussing the Closure 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Ilistened to Rule, and if 14 days vere not 
= appeal with no little astonishment, | too long for the new Closure Rule in 1887, 
hi of all the alterations in the Rules jt seems to me little short of ridiculous 
W ich have been proposed by the Govern- | for the right hon. Gentleman to suggest 
ment in their scheme, this one is by far that the general discussion of this Rule 


the most important and far-reaching. ought to be limited to one, two, three, or 
The other Rules deal with matters con-_ for that matter four nights. 


terning the shortening of debate, the 
order in which business shall be taken,| It seems to me that whenthe House bears 
and the general convenience of Members ; | in mind the character of this new Rule it 





{ 
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will be well for it to act slowly, cautiously | made out? The hon. Member for South i : “ 
and deliberately. This new Rule as it Longford dealt powerfully with this } J") 
stands at present contemplates the possi-! point, and he asked what case had a | 
bility of the expulsion for the whole of a| been made by the Government in except 
Parliament—for the whole of the re-| support of this Rule, and in the debate “mn w 
mainder of Parliament—of any number of | which followed he was not answered. | , case 
Members. It contemplates the possi-, The Leader of the Opposition in his |}, the 
bility of the arbitrary disfranchisement | speech made the same demand. He |,‘ I 
for the whole of Parliament of an said— emerge 
unlimited number of constituencies., “The House of Commons, if it is necessary case on 
It “contemplates "the possibility of to 40 his strong thing tops the upemnet Vthas 
the revival of those contests between | House of Commons will be willing to do it; bat there | 
this House and the constituencies | show us the necessity.” “ technic 
in the country which are not unknown fy» asked Ministers to make out and to | Chair, 
in the history of the House of Commons, | show in what the present Rules were in- could | 
and which have always resulted in the | efficient to cope with disorder. It is not | the H 
past in the injuring of the dignity, repu- only that the Government have not made | Preten¢ 
‘tation, and power of Parliament; and it | good case ; they have made no case at with di 
seems to me that in dealing with sucha al]. The First Lord of the Treasurv, in | bappen 
proposal as that, the House ought to pro- the interesting speech with which he in- | Membe 
ceed with the utmost caution. Now,the troduced these Rules, dealt minutely with } ¢4s!0 
far-reaching effect of this Rule, its high the many changes he proposed in the House 
constitutional import, its certain risksand procedure of the House. He dwelt at ebulliti 
its uncertain benefits, are all practically length upon the changes you are asked to with or 
admitted by every speaker who has taken | make with reference to our dinner, with order ir 
part in the debate, by the representatives | reference to the time at which we are to There ’ 
of the Government as well as by everyone take Questions, and other matters, and he | Pat of 
else. The first question which I think gave what, possibly, no doubt seemed to “ghee 
naturally occurs to the mind of any man_ him a strong case, from the point of view we on!’ 
who comes to theconsideration of thisRule of convenience, for some of the alterations, aga 
is, Why is this proposal made? In view at any rate, which he proposed. But the a 
of the serious character of this proposal, One serious alteration attecting the con- with th 
I say that to justify its production here stitutional rights of the Members of this aaeiew 
at all by the Government, a case of House, affecting the rights of constituen- a tie 
absolute necessity should be put forward, “is outside, the one serious revolutionary egos 
It should be shown, for example, that change which he proposes, he did not ita 
the existing Rules for the maintenance of | S¥PPOrt by one single word of angnes® 15 y 
order were absolutely inefficient, it should | I confess I listened with amazement ee his ie sin 
be shown that the existing rules had speech went on, to mycin 7 - — —_ awe th 
completely broken down, it should be + tah og rae yr eign eg pase order t 

. . elieve, that he has made a bad case in : 
shown that disorder and disregard and f the Rule : he has made no case || @¢ exis 
defiance of the authority of the Chair SUPPOFt of the Aue ; nd anh sae. 

; at all. He absolutely treated with con- 
were of frequent occurrence, and that tempt, apparently, the demand that he taken pl 
there was practically in the exist- should offer any argument in support of the mon 
ing Rules no means of checking tne Rule at all of the C 
and punishment. In point of fact, S| wk Gee the speech of the funder t 
should have been shown by the Govern- right hon. Gentleman in introducing the have be 
ment that a crisis had arisen, and that Rule. What attitude has been taken by need to 
the evil was of so desperate a character those who followed on that Bench? The | stand at 
that they were justified in proposing a Colonial Secretary made a long and able this be 
desperate remedy. Nothing less, in my speech in support of the new Rules, but | Ment ar 
mind, can justify a proposal so serious again he deliberately abstained from any the abse 
and far-reaching and unconstitutional attempt to show that the existing Rules J When t. 
as this rule—a rule which has today had broken down, and that it was smooth]: 
absolutely no parallel in any legislative necessary to strengthen them in order to f this ext 
chamber in any civilised nation in the put down a state of disorder. The Jand rey; 
whole world. Government have made no case in SUP F pave go 
Now let me ask, has such a case been port of the Rule, because they had no 
Mr. John Redmond. 
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case they could make. Let me, in one or | 
two brief moments, consider how matters | 
stand. I will not deal with the special | 
case that arose last March, a case | 
exceptional in its nature and character, a | 
ease Which was legislated for on the spot, 
acase which is not practically touched 
by these Rules at all, because the legisla- 
tion passed for it was passed for an 
emergency. Let me deal with any other | 
case of disorder that arose, and I make 
the assertion that for many years past 
there have been so few cases of even a 
technical disregard for the authority of the 
Chair, and so few cases of anything that 
could be called disorder on the floor of 
the House, that it is an absurdity to 
pretend that the present rules for dealing 
with disorder have broken down. What 
happened last session ? There were three 
Members suspended, on three different 
occasions. Each one of the cases, the 
House will remember, arose out of some 
ebullitions of temper. They were dealt 
with on the spot. They caused no dis- 
order in the Housw, no disorder whatever. 
There was an exhibition of temper on the 
part of the Member, and the Member was 
suspended without disorder. These were 
the only cases, and is it pretended for a 
moment that the rules which operated | 
that way last year and for other years 
in the past, did not deal sufficiently 
with the case? Why, Sir, it is absurd, 
It is to be borne in mind that for 
the last 15 years there has been only 
one case of a member being snspended | 
twice, and I believe, not to limit myself 
to 15 years at all, but to take a period 
of, say, the last 25 years there are not | 
more than two cases. Now, I say this in 
order to make that an argument that | 
the existing rules effectually prevent dis- 
order. When breaches of order have 
taken place and a Member in the heat of 
the moment has disregarded the authority 
of the Chair, they have been dealt with 
under the existing rules. These cases 
have been infrequent, and there is no 
need to strengthen the rules as they 
stand at this moment. Then I ask, if 
this be so, why is it that the Govern- 
ment are proposing this Rule? Why in 
the absence of any cas: of necessity, 
When the existing Rules are working 
smoothly and efficiently, do they propose 
this extraordinary and unconstitutional | 
and revolutionary change, affecting, as I | 
bave sa‘d, the constitutional rights of | 
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Members and of the constituencies of the- 
country ? 

Now, Sir, this is a serious question. 
Why is it that this Rule is proposed? No- 
body has pretended it is because there is- 


'any necessity for 't. Why is it proposed ? 


We heard the answer given with perfect 
candour by the right hon. and gallant 


|'Member for North Armagh. He had 
|the courage and the manliness to say 
' what was in the mind of the Govern- 


ment, but which they had not the 
courage to declare to the House. This 
Rule is a declaration of war against the 
Irish Members and the Irish Party. We: 
on these benches are a united and a: 
disciplined body of men. We know our 
own minds, and we pursue our own 
poli¢éy quite regardless of the mere party 
interests of any English political party, 
and the power of such a body in 
this House is telt, and it would seem 
to me is feared. We have this new Rule 
proposed, not because the old rules have 
broken down, but because,as theiright hon, 
and gallant Member for North Armagh 
said it is desirable to inaugurate a system 
of reprisals against the Irish Party for 
the disagreeable action they have taken, 
not in breaches of order, but inthe way 
in which they have conducted their 
business in this House. I hope I will 
not be considered as offensive if I say that 
in my opinion there was something little 
short of a contemptible want of candour 
on the part of the Leader of the House 


and the Colonial Secretary in this matter. 
| They, forsooth, said that this has ne 


particular application to the Irish Mem- 


| bers, that it is not intended for the Irish 


Members more than anybody else. The 
Colonial Secretary came down here the 
other day, and, in the mildest and most 
conciliatory manner. smilingly assured 
us across the House that it was not 
intended for us and that nobody said it 
was except we ourselves. My mind went 


_back when he was speaking to some 


declarations which he and other mem- 
bers of the Government made during 
the recess on this matter. The first hint 
we got about the new Rules being 
brought in to deal with the Irish Mem 
bers was in the famous Blenheim speech 


| of the First Lord of the Treasury. The 


First Lord of the Treasury, at Blenheim, 
spoke of the action of the Irish Members 
as being of a nature intended to degrade 
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the Imperial Parliament. But the | Every honest man in this House, and, of 
Colonial Secretary went one better in his | course, we are all honest as well as 
speech. He said— honourable, knows in his heart, whatever 


‘* It is my conviction that the nation is takin 
note of these proceedings. I think that they 
expect that the Mother of Parliaments will 
know how to defend herself against these 
attacks, attacks by men who, by our liberality, 
come to us in numbers disproportionate to the 
wealth, intelligence, and population they 
represent.” 

And to show to the House that this 
was a deliberate policy on the part of the 
Government to apply these restrictions 
to the Irish Members in particular, allow 
me to quote two or three words from a 
speech made by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, who has never been im- 
moderate in his attacks on the Irish 
Party at all, and who has certainly never 
been a source of irritation to us by his 
speeches. I quote him to show that this 
was the deliberate policy which tonight 
was overthrown by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman and by the Colonial Secretary. 
On the 10th October he said— 

‘‘The Irish Party must be dealt with ; some 
alteration in the procedure of the House of 
Commons must be passed which will enable it 
to cope with this difficulty ; and I hope and 
believe that these suggested alterations will be 
so framed as to have particular regard to the 
methods and aims of the Gentleman whose 
action has brought upon us the necessity of 
altering our old Rules.” 

And the Colonial Secretary in Edin- 
burgh, on 25th October, after denouncing 
the Irish Party in terms which were 
most extreme and insulting, and which 
I will not read out, said— 

‘‘T do not expect any assistance from the 


Opposition in dealing with Irish rowdiness and | 


Irish obstruction. We shall have to do that 
ourselves. We shall be left to vindicate the 
honour of .arliament as best we may. We 
propose next session to bring forward Rules 
which will give the House of Commonsa greater 
control over the men who insult and outrage it.” 

Now, I want to know what becomes of 
this pretence which is solemnly put for- 
ward by the First Lord of the Treasury 
and the Colonial Secretary that, forsooth, 
these Rules are not intended for the Irish 
Members at all; that the Irish Mem- 
bers probably would never come under 
their operation; that they were not in 
their mind at all, but that they proposed 
this revolution in the Rules affecting the 
rights of Members and constituencies, 
simply as a part of a benevolent scheme 
for promoting the domestic felicity of 


Mr. John Redmond. 


| must be respected, and further, that the 
| Chair must be invested with the author 


/ity to punish any act of disobeying or 
Members of this House. Itisan absurdity. | defying the authority of the Chair. 





| he may say or not say, that these Rules 
/are framed with the special intention of 
applying to the Irish Members. And | 
repeat that, in my opinion, it is a some- 
| what contemptible want of candour on 
| the part of the Leader of the House and 
of the Colonial Secretary to pretend that 
| they are not intended against Irish Mem. 
| bers, Now, if these Rules are directed 
| against a particular section of this House, 
| then, I beg the House to consider whether 
that does not throw an enormous respon. 
sibility upon them in carefully scrutinising 
| the character of the new Rules. If this 
| House is going to legislate in order to 
‘hurt or limit the power of special see. 
tions of this House, we certainly ought 
not to hear appeals on the part of the 
First Lord for shortening debate. We 
ought to have the fullest and most 
searching discussion which it is possible 
to have, before a Rule, introduced with 
such a motive, is passed into law. 


Let me very briefly examine this new 
| Rule. In the first place I desire, most 
-emphatically, on behalf of the Irish 
| Members of this House, to repudiate the 
absurd idea that we have any interest 
|in disorder in this House. It is absurd 
| We have no such interest, and, for my 
part, I always regret disorder in this 
| House, although I am open to the taunt 
/that I have more than once been the 
| cause of it. I may suy more than that. 
| We admit that the authority of the 

Chair must be maintained. Why, we 
are engaged in an effort to obtain once 
| more, for our country, a legislature. 
| Do hon. Membersimagine that we desire 
| to degrade and destroy the whole theory 
and practice of constitutional represent- 
ative Government, or to see it destroyed 
‘in this House? Nothing of the kind! 
We recognise, of course, that every 
| Legislative Assembly must maintain 
order, must uphold the authority of the 
|Chair. Aye, I go the full length of 
_the First Lord, who said it must uphold 
the authority of the Chair in a decision, 
| whether that decision is right or wrong. 
I go the full length in saying that it 
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But this Rule is, in the first place, as I 
have endeavoured to show, unnecessary, 
because the authority of \the Chair— 
taking human nature as it is, year in 


and year out—is very fairly, and, I think, 


efficiently respected and carried out, and 
every disobedience to the authority of 
the Chair is sufficiently punished. Next, 
it is most vindictive in its application to 
the Members who will come under it. 
It is directed against one particular 
section of the House, and it is in itself 
an unconstitutional violation of the 
rights of constituencies outside. There 
is one question I would like to ask, if 
I am not transgressing any rule of order ; 
and that is, have the authorities of 
this House been consulted about this 


Rule? The Leader of the Opposition 
proposed an Amendment the other 
night, that a Committee of the 


House should be appointed to consider 
these Rules before they were proposed 
here. Now, here isa Rule affecting the 
maintenance of order upon which it 
would be of the most enormous value 
to have the evidence of the Speaker, the 
Chairman of Committees, and _ the 
officials of the House. When a change 
of so serious a character as will be made 
by this Rule is proposed, I say it is 
scarcely decent to the House of 
Commons to propose it without having 
obtained the opinion of the officers of 
the House upon it. Ido not think the 
Hexse ought to be asked to accept this 
Rule until it has had the advice of those 
who will have to administer the Rule 
when it is passed. 

Now, Sir, I shall deal very shortly 
with the question of punishment. 
In addition to punishment for dis- 
obedience the House is to exact an 
expression of sincere regret. There is 
no precedent or analogy to justify such 
a proposal. Contempt of Court is not 
analogous. I could imagine cases in 
which the House might be justified in 
demanding an apology; but this Rule 
left no discretion to the House. It has | 
been said that the man who would not 
apologize was not fit to sit in the House. 
But that raised the question whether 
the House was to arrogate to itself the 
right, as if it were a club, to say who is 
and is not fit to sit in the House. [| 
would ask the House to pause before it | 


-attempts to assert this right. It has | 
| 
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attempted to assert such a right before, 
but in every case it has met with 
humiliation and disaster. It did it in 
the case of Wilkes, and again and again 
he was expelled because you thought 


‘that for his writings on speeches he 


was unfitted to sit in this House. Well, 
in the end the House had to give way, 
and in my own recollection a most signal 
instance of this took place when Mr. 
Bradlaugh was refused admission to the 
House because of the opinions he held, and 
because of books that he had written. The 
House took up a position as though they 
had the right to say to the constituency, 


'“ We consider the man you have sent 


in unfit to sit amongst us.” Well, the 
contest went on and just as in every 
other case the House of Commons was 
beaten, and Mr. Bradlaugh in the end 
came back to this House and sat here 
for years and was a highly respected 
Member, and the House will perhaps 
recollect one very dramatic and touching 
incident connected with Mr. Bradlaugh’s 
career. When he was lying on his death 
bed, about one or two days before he 
died, this House of Commons, by a 
unanimous vote, which did honour to it, 
resolved to expunge from their records 
the Resolution expelling him from 
amongst them, and almost the last 
intelligence that reached him before 
death stole upon him was the intelligence 
of this act of reparation by this House. 

What is the position? Every time the 
House has attempted in the past to de- 
cide who is fit and who is not fit to sit 


here they have had to give way. The con- 


stitutional right is in the constituency 
to send to this House whom they please 
to represent them. Let us see what will 
happen under this Rule. Suppose the 
case of a man who refuses to give this 
apology as it is called. What will vou 
do suppose he applies for the Chiltern 
Hundreds. Are you going to refuse him 
the Chiltern Hundreds? There is no 
precedent for the refusal of the Chiltern 
Hundreds except where the person 
applying has been guilty of dishonour- 
able or criminal acts; there are some 


‘instances of the kind, but very few. 


There are some recent instances where, 
in such a case, the Chiltern Hundreds 
have been refused, but in no other case 
was it ever refused. Are you going to 


refuse it? Because, Mr. Speaker, if you 
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intend to refuse it that will mean the} and the Empire would be forced 
to look on such a_ contingency 


permanent disfranchisement of the con- | 
stituency of the man, and you should 
not argue this upon the case of one man 


because it may happen in the case of a_ 


number of men, and you must not 
judge of this Rule in its best aspect but 
in its worst. If you refuse a man the 
Chiltern Hundreds you disfranchise 
permanently the constituency, but if 
you do not refuse him the Chiltern 
Hundreds you will enter into one of 
those contests through which you 
cannot hope to come with 
credit or success. The Leader of 
the House alluded to what he called a 
threat which he said that I uttered. I 
had no intention of uttering a threat. I 
was endeavouring then to do what I am 
endeavouring to do now. I was endeavour- 
ing to see how this Rule would operate, 
and I said then, and I repeat it now, that 
under the operation of this Rule the 
time might come—I did not say that it 
would, and I hope that it may not—when 
the whole Irish representation would be 
compulsorily excluded from this House 
during the whole of the Parliament. Would 
that be an advantageous thing for the 
connection between Ireland and the rest 
of the Empire? We are often accused of 
being extremists, but after ali everyone 
knows very well that there are many 
men who are more extreme than we. 
Everybody knows that there are men in 
Ireland who have no faith whatever in 
constitutional movements in Ireland ; 
men who preach the doctrine that we 
waste time in coming to this House ; men 
who preach the doctrine of constitutional 
agitation for the redress of Irish grievances 
is of no use, and that the only means of 
redressing them is by physical force 
directed in some way or other against 
England, and it is possible that you might, 
by the total exclusion of the entire Irish 
representation from this House, destroy 
once and for all the _ possibility of 
conducting constitutional and Parlia- 
mentary movements in Ireland. I ask 
you, in all seriousness—and do not let the 
First Lord of the Treasury say I am 
uttering a threat; I am not doing anything 
of the kind ; I approach this question with 
some sense of responsibility—I ask you, 
in all seriousness, is that a contingency 





to which you can look forward 
with any complacency whatever ? 
Every man connected with Ireland 


Mr. John Redmond. 


either | 


with alarm, and such a contingency is 
possible if this Rule is passed. 

Sir, I am anxious to be moderate 
and reasonable, and I appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman for these reasons which 
seem to me to be overwhelming and 
grave and serious reasons, and I ask 
him to pause and ponder before he goes 
further with this Rule. There is no 
enthusiasm in support of this Rule on the 
part of anyone, either in the House or 
out of it. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouthshire 
was perfectly right when he said the 
other night that the whole feeling of 
the House was against it. We have 
heard a few speeches from the other 
side of the House, but almost all had 
deprecated this Rule up to the present. 
There is no one among the supporters 
of the Government who supports it 
in his heart, and none of the news- 
papers outside this House support it. 
I read in one of the strongest partisan 
journals an appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman to moderate this Rule. If he 
carries this Rule it will simply be by 
the enforced Party obedience which 
drives a man into it against his will in 
response to the Party whip. If we 
could decide this question by ballot, I 
have no hesitation in saying that this 
Rule would be very seriously modified 
or withdrawn altogether. In proposing 
this Rule the Government, as | have 
said, are doing an unnecessary thing; 
they are adopting a rash and hazardous 
course; they are taking an unconstitu- 
tional step; and they are committing 
the House to a vindictive, and therefore 
a weak policy. For my part I make no 
appeal ad misericordiam. I make on 
behalf of the Irish Members no appeal 
in this matter, but I say with the House 
of Commons that on the broadest grounds 
of consideration for their own interest 
as a legislative Chamber ; on the broadest 
grounds of the constitutional rights of the 
constituencies on the ground of manliness 
and fair-play and justice, that the 
House of Commons will do well to 
ponder well and hesitate before they 
pass a Rule which is capable of working 
in the way I describe and which, in the 
long run, may do more to injure Parlia- 
ment and impair this House than the 
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acts of those who are supposed to be its | 
bitterest enemies. 


*(8.0.) Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abing- 
don) hoped that the Government would 
not withdraw the very reasonable and 
temperate proposal that a Member who 
has been guilty of such deliberate and 
sustained defiance of the authority of 
the Chair as to call for his suspension 
should not resume his place without an 
expression of sincere regret for the 
offence for which he was suspended. 
The right hon. and learned Member for 
South Longford closed his speech the other 
day with the statement that the existing 
Rules were quite sufficient, that the 
proposal was made by the Government 
with the object not of maintaining 
order in the House but of excluding 
the Irish Members who had shown 
themselves skilled in the technical rules 
of debate and so had become trouble- 
some tothe Government. That was a 
reason which might be good enough for 
the purpose of hostile Party attack 
against the Government, but even if any 
one could be found to believe it, it 
would be quite inadequate to explain 
the feeling in the constituencies that 
the Rules for maintaining the authority 
of the Chair required strengthening, and 
that some recognition of the supremacy 
of this House ought to be made the con- 
dition of returning to take part in its 
debates after such flagrant discourtesy 
and defiance of the Chair as could alone 
cause a Member’s suspension. 


This question uf the expression of 
regret had hitherto chiefly been con- 
sidered as a matter of taste and fancy 
and sentiment among the Members 
themselves, and some hon. Members had 
taken credit to themselves for great 
magnanimity and declared that they 
could quite imagine themselves being 
betrayed in a time of excitement into a 
defiance of the Chair, and therefore they 
were prepared to forego the requirement 
of any apology. He doubted if any 
Member of the House would feel the 
slightest satisfaction in the fact that a 
brother Member had had occasion to 
express regret for his insults to the. 
Chair. He did not think they would be 
guided to a proper decision in this | 
matter, by looking at their own feelings | 

Vol CII. [Fourt Sertzs.] | 
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exclusively, and leaving out of view the 
feelings of outrage, humiliation, and 
disgust with which their constituents 
were afflicted when they read of this 
assembly, which after all was their 
assembly, being degraded and humiliated 
in the eyes of the world. And if their 
feelings were repeatedly outraged in this 
way there would come to be super-added 
to the sense of shame and humiliation a 
feeling of distrust in the competence of 
this House to protect itself and its pro- 
ceedings from insult. And the contempt 
which they at first felt for the aggressors 
would be transferred, and justly trans- 
ferred, to the Assembly which submitted 
to those deliberate insults, or at all 
events, showed itself unable or unwilling 
to protect itself against them. He ap- 
proached this question with no animosity 
towards any Member or section of the 
House, and asked himself this question, 
‘What is the very least which my con- 
stituents, and, therefore, the constitu- 
encies generally, are entitled to, as a 
protection against the humiliation, and 
disappointment, and loss of confidence in 
their representative assembly, which are 
produced in their minds by these re- 
peated and successful attacks upon the 
authority of the Chair?” And he felt 
convinced that nothing short of a formal 
recognition by the offending party, that 
his misconduct was a matter for regret, 
before he came back to share in 
the proceedings of their National As- 
sembly, could relieve them ofthe humili- 
ation which they suffered at the hands 
of the offender. Many things had been 
said inthis debate about the childishness, 
or the cruelty, or the vindictiveness of 


' wishing to receive an apology as if the 


acceptance of an expression of regret 
were not in all civilised countries and in all 
ages a well-known method of reinstating 
the injured party in his own self-respect, 
and in the estimation of his neighbours, 


‘and at the same time rendering the 


aggressor less willing to offend again. 
The healing and soothing effect of an 
expression of regret upon the feelings of 
the injured party was based upon the 
best and most generous instincts of our 
nature, and its deterrent effect on the 
offender operated upon just those springs 
of conduct which needed control, his 
impulsiveness, his hasty temper in the 
least heinous cases, his vanity, his love 


2Z 
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of display, his desire for notoriety in the|in the proceedings of this House, and 
more deliberate instances. |the sympathy of the public would not 
For these reasons he considered the | be with him, and his chances of martyr- 
constituencies were the injured parties, and | dom would be nil. 
were looking to the House to protect them | Fourthly, it was said, granted that 
from the recurrence of these insults. In| the offender would not be entitled to 
the second place, he regarded the expres- | pose as a martyr, his constituents would 
sionof regret as a wellrecognised expedient he, for the time, disfranchised. So they 
for soothing the outraged feelings of ought to be if they chose to elect a 
the injureu constituencies and making man who was not prepared to abide by 
the aggressor less likely to offend again. | the elementary rules of order without 
Now, how was it sought to frighten them | which a business meeting could not be 
off making this very reasonable require-| conducted. But if they disapproved, 
ment? First, they were told that they | what greater, what more legitimate lever- 
were depriving a graceful act of allattrac-| age could be brought to bear on a 
tion by making it compulsory. Butthere| Member misbehaving himself than the 
was nothing to prevent a Member, who | disapprobation of his constituents ? 
wished to reinstate himself promptly in| Fifthly and lastly, it was said, “ Take 
the good opinion of the House and the care; you are provoking a conflict with 
country, taking the earliest opportunity | the constituency, and the House of 
of conveying his good, and generous, Commons is sure to be beaten in the 
and kindly frame of mind to the Speaker end. As to this argument, he believed 
as the representative of the collective | jt was based on precedents where free 
authority and dignity of the House. | thought or free press or other pre- 
GSecondly, they were to'd that they judices had been aroused in the people, 
were calling upon a Member not to do} and he did not believe that where it 
an act only, but to get into a frame of was a question of the disregard of the 
mind called ‘‘ repentance.” But theydid | elementary rules of good order in the 
nothing of the kind; all they said was | Popular Assembly, the sympathy of the 
that unless the House had before it evi-| country would be on the side of the 
dence that the offender wasin that frame | offender. But even if the offender were 
of mind, it would not be desirable for | able, by taking the Chiltern Hundreds, 
him to have the opportunity of repeat- | to put this House in a difficulty, was the 
ing his offence, and that if he stated | country reduced to such a point of 
that he was in that frame of mind they | indifference and [imbecility that it 
would accept his word for it. The House | would not support Parliament in 
did not force him to tell a lie; if he was) any legislation necessary to make such an 
not sincerely regretful, if he was un-| offender an ineligible candidate, where the 
principled enough to do so, he, no doubt, | constituency sought to force him back 
had the opportunity, but they no more| into the House, in evasion of rules 
forced him to tell a lie by requiring; made from no other motive than to 
from him a statement of regret than they | ensure the orderly and proper discharge 
were responsible for perjury in tendering | by Parliament of its duties? By 
the oath of allegiance as a condition pre-| the proposed new Rule the disorderly 
cedent to entering upon the confidential | Member was not called upon to express 
and responsible position of Membership | regret for any of his political opinions, but 
in the first instance. Then it was said, | merely for his defiance of the Chair. The 
“Oh, but then Members will get them- | offender in this case for whom sympathy 
selves suspended, and remain inten-| would be claimed would be a man who 
tionally suspended, after they might | had so undue an opinion of his own 
otherwise return, or they may be un-| importance that, while ready to insult 
able honestly to say they are sorry for | and humiliate the rest of the House and 
disregarding the authority of the Chair. | theconstituents throughout the Kingdom, 
But the man who remained out inten- | he was yet unwilling or unable to make 
tionally ‘in order to create a grievance, | any honourable reparation for his insults 
or who really approved of his own con-| to others, for fear of being lowered 
duct in resisting the Chair, would not | thereby in his own precious vanity and 
be{a fit person to come and take part | self-esteem. He did not believe the time 


Mr. Loyd. 
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had come, or was likely to come, when the | House into conflict with the constituencies. 
country would be against the House of He would not dwell on the distinction, 
Commons in insisting upon such a moder- | which had occupied a good deal of time 
ate proposal as this in the interest of | in the debate, between an apology and 
Parliamentary decorum. But if there | an expression of sincere regret. The First 
were any risk of misunderstanding out- | Lord of the Treasury, who had no mean 
side the House he would advise the | reputation as a philosopher, said that the 
Government to run that risk and deal distinction between the two expressions 
with the threatened difficulties when they was too subtle for his comprehension, 
arose. They were not likely to be worse; | and the Colonial Secretary, who did not 
they could not be worse than the, pose asa philosopher, but as a practical 
reduction of the House of Commons to | man—so practical, in fact, that on one 
the position of impotence and ridicule and | occasion he said he did not care twopence 
contempt into which it had now been | for the laws with which he was dealing 
driven by repeated undisguised and at the moment—said that ‘there is some 
hitherto unrepelled attacks from within. distinction between an expression of 
He should certainly vote for the Resolu- | regret and an apology.’’ He would not 
tion. (8.15.) venture to decide who of these two great 

authorities was correct. For his purpose, 


*(8.50.) Mr, EMMOTT (Oldham) said he | he did not care in the least who was 
took part in the debate with a good deal of correct. The apology was for an offence. 
diffidence, and it was only because he felt The offence according to the Rule 
very strongly on this particular question | ¥**: first, disregarding the authority 
that he ventured to speak at all. He of the Chair; second, persistently and 
would speak with entire freedom from | wilfully obstructing the business of the 
any party bias with regard to the| House; and third, abusing the rules of 


matter. He approached the consideration | the House otherwise than by obstruction. 
of the rules with an earnest desire to The Colonial Secretary, with his usual 
make the House of Commons a better bility and force, said that all these 
legislative machine and also a more | °ffences were equivalent to disregarding 
useful check on the administration of the authority of the Chair, whether in 
the Government. He thought the the person of Mr. Speaker or the 
penalties attached to suspension too long. | Chairman of Committees. He submitted 
tle understood that there had only been With all respect that that was not the 
one case of a second suspension of an hon. | ¢#8¢. They must, in regard to this matter, 
Member in one session during the last |look ahead. If the present line of 
25 years. The Rule now proposed was increased stringency were carried further 
entirely beyond anything for which | —instead of adopting what was the real 
there was any precedent in the rules of | remedy for the evil, a system of devolution 
representative Assemblies in foreign | —™any new offences might appear, the 
countries. He concurred with the right | 2@ture of which they could hardly 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the | P?ophesy at the present time. He might 


Treasury in deprecating comparison with | #¢ntion an incident which had just been 
the rules of foreign Assemblies, but if | discovered, namely, that an hon. Member 


order was less often broken in this | ad signed his own name and 24 others 


legislative assembly than in any other 1" the ballot book. That might be 
in the world, it could not be argued that | described as an abuse of the rules of the 
our punishments should go beyond those | House, and it would be perfectly possible 
of which foreign nations made use in | for Mr. Speaker, if he chose, to bring the 
their legislative Assemblies. He passed | me of the Member who did so before 
from the question of punishment to | the House. He ventured to say that 
deal with what was the real objection | the more they tightened the rules of 
to the new Rule they were discussing, | ebate the more ingenuity would be 
namely, the apology to follow the | exercised to evade the rules. 

punishment. That was either a mere| The First Lord of the Treasury and the 
triviality not worth their attention, or | Colonial Secretary had exhausted all their 
there lay behind it a great constitutional | ingenuity ‘to show that an expression of 
‘question, which might easily bring the| sincere regret, which was now to be asked 


2Z2 
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from any Member who was suspended 
from the service of the House, was a 
mere formal matter. They described 
it as similar to the withdrawal 
by an hon. Member when called to 
order for using an un- Parliamentary 
expression in the heat of debate. In 
regard to this matter, the expression 
of “sincere regret’? was to be given 


in respect of “the offence for which ' 


he has been suspended.” Now, the 
withdrawal of an un-Parliamentary ex- 


pression, used in heat of debate, 
was often a _ technical matter; but 
when an hon. Member was _ sus- 


pended from the service of the House, 
it had often been because of the action 
of that Member taken, as he believed, 
in the defence of a great principle. 
He did not separate the technical breach 
of the rules of the House from the 
principle on which he acted; and the 
more earnest and sincere he was, the 
less likely was it that he would separate 
these two things. One of the earliest 
cases of obstruction of which he had 
any knowledge was carried on more 
than 100 years ago, when Mr. Burke 
and several other Members forced the 
House to sit all night discussing the 
question of a restriction of the liberty 
of the Press. On that occasion Mr. 
Burke said, “ Posterity will bless the per- 
tinacity. of this day,”” and when an hon. 
Member was suspended he generally 
believed that posterity would bless his 
pertinacity. What they wanted to do was 
to give a Member time to think over 
his action, and, if he had that time, 
he might be able to say that he was 
frankly sorry for what he had done, 
and that the action he took was 
entirely unworthy. If so, no apology 
was needed from him, and he would 
be the last man to commit the offence 
again. On the other hand, an hon. 
Member might regret his collision with 
the Chair, but rejoice in the protest 
which he had made. If he were an 
honest and sincere man he might be 
able in such a case to make a technical 
apology; but another man, equally 
honest and sincere, might be entirely 
unable to disconnect the technical 
breach and the cause of the offence 
against the rules of the House. There 
was a third case in which an _ hon. 


Member might rejoice in a breach of 


Mr. Emmott. 
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the rules of the House, and in the 
cause of it. In that event they put 
a premium on hypocrisy by demanding 
a “sincere apology”; or they would 
disfranchise the constituency for an 
indefinite period, which he maintained 
the House had no right to do. He 
confessed he was never so much 
surprised as when the First Lord 
of the Treasury said that he did 
not understand why there should be 
any sympathy with a constituency the 
Member for which refused to apologise 
to the Chair. The whole point of the 
representative system was that they 
must give due weight to the opinion 
of the entire country, and if they cut 
off one, two, fifty or eighty Members 
from the House, they crippled the 
Parliamentary system, which was the 
foundation of our representative system. 
It would be like the futile proclamation 
to the Boers in August last. The opinion 
of Ministers seemed to be that if a Member 
apologised they were no worse, but 
if he did not, then the House was 
well rid of a knave. Something had 
been said about the treatment of persons 
who had committed contempt of Court, 
but he maintained that the analogy 
did not hold at all. The Judiciary 
was composed, for the most part, of 
distinguished gentlemen who were not 
only men of the world, but men who 
had a good deal of human nature in 
their composition. In the case of con- 
tempt of Court, the Judge or Judges 
fixed the punishment, and it was 
practically never of a long-continuing, 
or permanent character; but above all, 
the Judge could alter the punishment 
at any time. But in this case they were 
asked to pass a rigid rule, that a Member 
guilty of disorder must have a certain 
fixed punishment, and at the end of 
that punishment he must express 
“sincere regret” for his offence. The 
system of punishment for contempt of 
Court was elastic and variable, and 
proportioned to the offence; while the 
system which the House was asked to 
adopt was rigid, and without elasticity. 

It seemed to him that the very painful 
incident which occurred last year had 
affected the minds of His Majesty's 
Ministers; but he maintained that that 
incident would never have occurred if 
they had had the power of suspending 
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the sitting for a short time, or if the 
leaders of the Irish Party had been 
present at the time. He saw no reason 
why anything that had occurred since 
that event should induce them to 
legislate in haste. In conclusion, he 
wished to say that he entirely agreed 
with the very powerful argument 
of the hon. Member for Waterford, and 
with the statement of the Leader of the 
Opposition that no cause had been shown 
why this Rule should be passed. For 
whom was it to be passed ? The Govern- 
ment denied that it was meant for the 
Irish Members ; they said it was meant 
for a hypothetical offence which had not 
yet occurred ; but he could not believe 
that the present House of Commons would 
consent to pass a Rule like this unless 
some cause had been shown for it. He 


hoped he might be allowed to speak a. 


little more strongly in regard to the 


forced apology which was to be made at_ 
the end of a greatly enhanced period of | 
That was an un-English | 


and unfai thod of deali i | 
cello sola git iver, Regn Rcmd friars) said a great point had been made 


punishment. 


case, and was entirely opposed to human 


nature. Precedentswereagainst it. Did the | 


right hon. Gentlemen apologise for foolish 
expressions or their own mistakes ? They 
apologised for the mistakes of others, but 
not for their own. 
they had said. There was one instance 
in which an apology was made by a 
statesman. The late Mr. Gladstone did 
apologise for words which he had used in 
regard to a foreign country; but he 
was a great man, and could afford to 
apologise. A forced apology was a poor 
weapon even against children in the 
nursery or boys at school; and if 
a schoolmaster was unable to con- 
trol his boys without constantly 
demanding an apology he was unfit 
for his work. He maintained that it 
was totally repugnant to all their ideas 
of fair play to ask a man to suffer punish- 
ment and then to apologise. If they 
were to have new rules, these should be 


for its prolongation. By Article 39 of the 
Belgian Parliamentary Code, an end was 
put to temporary exclusion from the 
Chamber by the Member declaring in 
writing “that he regrets he disrégarded 
the decision of the Chamber.” He would 


make the serious and practical suggestion 
that, if they increased the length of the 
punishment in connection with this 
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| more. 


‘against the proposed Rule. 


What they had said, | 





Rules. 


matter, they should make it possible for 
an hon. Member to purge the remainder 
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of the offence by making an apology, and 


then to allow him to take his seat once 
He ventured to appeal to the 
Government—although he was afraid it 
would not do much good—to reject this 


policy of unconditional surrender after 


punishment. He did not ask His Majesty’s 
Ministers to humiliate themselves, and 
to express their sincere regret for the 
proposals they had made on this subject, 
but to take into consideration the feeling 
of the great majority in this House 
Whoever 
invented this policy, it was framed in 
a spirit of narrow and tyrannical martinet. 
He believed that if the Rule were event- 
ually passed, it would either have to be 
rescinded or it would be ignored. He 
entirely opposed the suggestion that 
there should be an apology as well as 
punishment. 


*(9.16.) Mr. LAW Glasgow, Black- 
of the fact that no case whatever had 
been made out by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the House for this 


'change in the rules of the House, but 


the only way in which it could be justi- 
fied by the right hon. Gentleman was by 


calling attention to a scene of disorder 


which he more than anyone else desired 
to forget. The rules which existed now 
did not admit of punishment adequate 
to that scene, and although it might 
be said that rules had already been made 
to deal with that particular case, it was 
distinctly stated at the time those rules 
were passed that they were only tem- 
porary in their character, and that the 
whole question would be dealt with in 
a broader spirit. The rules before the 
House were the result. It had been said 
by the hon. Member for Waterford that 
the statements of the right hon. Gentle- 


:; np : 'man that these rules were not directed 
for a modification of punishment, and not | 


against the Irish Party were disin- 
genuous, but a distinction must be 
drawn here. Everyone who made rules 
of this kind had of necessity before 
his mind the difficulties with which the 
House would have to deal, and he would 
not be doing his duty if he did not 
frame rules in’such a way as to deal 
with that form of disorder which was 
likely to occur. The form of disorder 
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which had to be dealt with was organ- | 


ised disorder, and the only quarter from 
which organised disorder came was the 
Irish Benches. 


as Irish Members, but they are directed 
against that section of the House 
from which organised disorder is to 


be feared. 


his love of order and dislike for disorder 
in the strong speech which he had 
delivered, he had also told the House that 
he and those who supported him came 
here in an interest unconnected with 
any Party in the House of Commons, 
whilst in a previous speech he had said 
that while England, Scotland, and Wales 
reverenced the traditions of the House of 
Commons, heand his followers looked 
upon it as an instrument of tyranny and 
oppression. If that were the hon. and 
learned Gentleman’s opinion, 
obvious that in an interest which he 


thought greater than the interests of | 


order, he would not hesitate to humili- 
ate the House 


the apology. It seemed to him that an 
apology was not required. He thought 


the punishment fitted the offence, besides | 


which anapology was, he thought, a mis- 


take from another point of view. He did) 


not believe it would have any effect upon 
organised disorder. If there were any 
body of Members of this House who 
wished for their own purposes to 
organise disorder, they would contrive 
some means by which they could 
fulfil the conditions of the Standing 
Order, and at the same time pre- 


serve their influence with those outside | 
the House to please whom they had | 
He thought | 


organised the disorder. 


the insistence on an apology almost. 


approached the verge of unfairness. 
There might be something in the 


precedent of contempt of Court, but | 


it seemed to him that the universal 


opinion was that if the offence that. 


was committed was one for which an 
apology was accepted, the apology 
ended the matter, and the House 
could not, without unfairness, inflict the 
utmost penalty and then demand an 
apology. 

Mr. Law. 


{COMMONS} 


The rules, therefore, are | 
not directed against the Irish Members | 


Although the hon. and) 
learned Member for Waterford spoke of | 


it was_ 


He agreed in the main | 
with what had been said with regard to | 
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(9.28.) Mr. ATHERLEY - JONES 
(Durham, N.W.) said the conclusion 
'to which he was inevitably drawn 
in this debate was that if hon. 
Members opposite had attended with 
'assiduity to the discussion of the Rule, 
‘there were very few of them who 
would support the Government in this 
matter. He opposed these Rules 
generally, and this Rule in particular, 
firstly, because no case had been made 
‘out by the Government in support 
of it, and secondly, that the multiplica- 
tion of the penalties was not calculated 
to serve the purpose which the 
Government had in view, but to defeat 
‘it. It was not today that obstruction 
|and disorder in the House of Commons 
had arisen for the first time; if they 
looked back, they would find that scenes 
of disorder and violence, exceeding by 
a hundredfold anything which had 
taken place of late years, were per- 
petrated in the House without any 
interference by the Speaker, and what 
was more, without detriment to the 
lasting dignity and efficiency of the 
House itself; because hon. Members 
then had, as they had now, the honour 
and dignity of the House at heart. He 
had been in the House for 17 years, and 
he could safely say, allowing for a little 
more breeziness in debate on the Irish 
Benches, and allowing for a little stronger 
language arising possibly from stronger 
convictions, there had been no disorder 
on the part of Irish Members which 
called for exceptional legislation. He 
was not a Party man, and he had 
been astonished by the amount of self- 
restraint and loyal deference to the 
Standing Orders of this House that had 
been displayed by the Irish Members. 
The one scene in the House at which 
ihe was present was one in which 
Irish Members were not concerned, 
/and from Mr. Parnell downwards Irish 
Members had always used their in- 
fluence on the side of law and order 
and to maintain a proper deference to 
the Chair. He could not recall a 
‘single case where Irish Members had 
‘availed themselves of the legitimate, 
| though discreditable, method of delaying 
| the business of the House by lurking 
‘in the lobbies in place of recording 

Was this Rule necessary ? 


their votes. 
What had been done by the Irish 
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Members to warrant the introduction |as possible. Let the House apply the 
of this exceedingly drastic remedy?) Rule and make it as heavy as necessary, 
Those who sat in the House were not but let them not make it accumulative. 
perturbed or shocked by these scenes|There were degrees of offences; an 
to the same extent as the smug-faced | offence might be committed by a 
citizen who read the exaggerated reports | Member, for which 20 days suspension 
of them in the daily papers. If it was | might be a wholly insufficient penalty ; 
the abominable and disreputable ex-| yet, because a trivial offence had been 
aggeration of the Press which, to his committed for the third time, the 
mind, caused the Government to take | Member who committed it was to be 
up the attitude they had on this question, | ostracised for the whole of one session 
they might rely on the faith and good- | and possibly a part of another. Such a 
will of the House. If it was a matter | thing might happen to even a Minister 
of principle as was explained by the|of the Crown, who was sometimes 
hon. Member for Oldham on the previous | guilty of un-Parliamentary expressions, 
night, then no amount of penalty would | and what inconvenience would not 
prevent the man doing what he thought arise if he were not in his place to 
was his duty to his constituency. No | answer questions, if he were suspended 
one wished to see disorder, and every- for even 20 days by a Speaker who 
body desired to see business conducted happened to have lost his temper for 
in an orderly manner, but when, on a a moment? The House ought not to 
matter of conscience, a man stood up make this change upon the instigation 
as did Mr. Plimsoll and defied the rules of a comparatively young Parliamen- 
of the House, all he could say was he tarian ; the rules were made not for 
would far rather be like him, a wrong- the Government, but for the House of 
doer, than an observer of the rules and Commons, and hon. Members who sat 
regulations of the House in the way in the House were the stewards and 
that the Leader of the House would | the trustees of the House of Commons. 
desire them to be. } With regard to the expression of sincere 

‘So much for the general question. regret, he submitted that no ground 
With regard to the particular character jad been shown for any such innova- 
of the Rule, the House was asked to tion. Something had been said about 
say a Member should undergo a cumu- the precedent of contempt of Court, 
lative penalty. Sometimes an offence hut after a man had served his six 
might be so serious that the full penalty weeks imprisonment, or whatever his 
of 80 days ought to be inflicted, and term was, nothing further was required 
sometimes so serious that the offender of him. The thing was conclusive in 
ought to be expelled from the House jtself, and any idea of an apology after 
altogether, and if a man so miscon- punishment was foreign to ali concep- 
ducted himself, by all means let the tion of the administration of the law. 
ancient law and customs of the House Why should not the First Lord propose 
be enforced and let him be expelled. | that a Member be excluded from the 
But 80 days for such an offence, as | service of the House until he apologised ? 
speaking with undue irrelevance, was| jin cases where great principles were 
against all common sense. Yet, if a) concerned or men’s consciences involved, 
man filled with public ardour was/as would often be the case in the 
guilty of this offence and had been | suspension of Irish representatives, 
twice previously named, he had to submit | Members might then be kept out of the 
to that penalty. Supposing a Member House for ever. Members, under such 
were named under those circumstances | circumstances, would. prefer to remain 
and was to be awarded the penalty | out of the House for an indefinite period, 
oi 80 days, the House might consider| and they would be supported by their 
the penalty to be excessive, and the constituents in so doing. He would 
Motion of the First Lord of the Treasury | make an appeal—but not to the Treasury 
might be defeated, and there would be| Bench; the matter did not concern them 
an undoubted injury inflicted on the | alone, and it was monstrous that such 
prestige of the Chair. It would be proposals should be enforced by the crack 
far better to make the Rule as e'astic | of the Party whip. The matter concerned 
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the House of Commons, and when the | had been brought in at all, but Members 
present Government had passed away, | could not conceal from themselves 
the conduct of the House in dealing with | the fact that threats had been made of 
these Rules would be arrainged, and it | determined attempts to degrade the 
would be praised or condemned by House of Commons, and to bring its pro- 
future generations who occupied the | ceedings and its very existence into dis- 
Benches on either side. He therefore | repute, and those threats justified the 
appealed, not to the Treasury Benches, | bringing forward of the proposals. The 
but to hon. Gentlemen on the other | hon, Gentleman had on former occasions 
side, who, like those for whom he spoke, spoken in very clear terms very different 
were instinct with the best and noblest | from those he had used in the present 
traditions of the House. Speaking to | debate. The House welcomed him as the 
large extent as a non-Party man, as one upholder of the authority of the Chair, 
who would never sacrifice his convic- | ag being desirous of suppressing disorder 
tions at the call of a Party, he appealed | and of making the House of Commons a 
to hon. Members carefully to examine | pattern to all other assemblies. If he 
these Rules, to see if they could honestly | and those who followed him maintained 
satisfy themselves that they would tend | that attitude, why should they fear the 
to the more efficient maintenance of application ot these Rules ? The intro- 
order, to freedom of debate, to the, duction of the proposals before the 


New Procedure 





énabling of men honestly and openly to 
express their conscientious convictions 
without .fear or favour, to free from the 
Suggestion of oppression a body of men 
who had honestly, before their country, 
endeavoured to discharge the highest 
duties of citizens, and if the Rules were 
so examined, he had little doubt that 
they would meet with the fate they 
deserved, and they would not be passed 
by the House of Commons. 


(9.48.) Stim JOHN KENNAWAY 
(Devonshire, Honiton). said that on the 
present occasion the House were not 
discussing a subject under ordinary 
circumstances The Rules before the 
House were of a very far-reaching 
character, and they affected so vitally 
the position of the House of Commons 
in the country, the relations between 
the Chair and the House, the main- 
tenance of that good feeling which had 
generally hitherto existed between the 
two sides of the House, and all that 
went to make the House of Commons 
what it is, that he could not feel that 
the time spent in discussing their general 
principles had been wasted. It was 
only right that those principles should 
be fully discussed before the House 
descended to the consideration of details. 
All would agree with the hon. Member 
for Waterford that the Rules, and the 
principles underlying them, should be 
carefully scrutinised for the reasons just 
mentioned. The hon. Gentleman was 
perfectly justified in asking why they 

Mr. Atherley-Jones. 


| House was undoubtedly a very serious 
| step, but the Government had brought 
‘them in under their sense of responsi- 
| bility to the country. They had been 

forewarned that attempts would be 
_made to conduct the House of Commons 
| on lines different from those which had 
hitherto prevailed, and they would not 

have been doing their duty had they not 
|attempted to strengthen their position. 
The House might rest assured that the 

Government had not taken this step 
lightly. By the course they had adopted 
they were probably sacrificing some of 
|the measures on which they set their 

hearts. There were measures mentioned 
in the King’s Speech, such as the Water 

Bill, the Education Bill, the Licensing 

Bill, and others which the Government 
/were very anxious to see passed “into 

law, and they would certainly not have 

brought forward the present proposals 
‘except under a very strong sense of 
duty towards the House and the country. 
He believed: they were expressing the 
| feelings of the country when they an- 
/nounced their determination to make 
the Rules more effective for the mainten- 
ance of the authority of the Chair, and 
| for ensuring that the punishment instead 
‘of being a mere farce should be 

sufficient for the purpose for which 

it was inflicted. It was also necessary 
‘to make the machinery of the 
_House more perfect, so that the great 
| sacrifices made by Members should not be 
thrown away, and that useful measures 
| should not session after session share in 
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the massacre of the innocents, or be rele- 
gated to the chances of another session. 
These objects were all worthy of consider- 
ation, but, at the same time, if the effi- 
ciency of the House was to be maintained 


unimpaired, if by the alteration of the | 


Rules the high character of the House, of 
which all were so proud, and which they 


desired to hand down to those who came | 


after them, was to be upheld, it could not 
be done by the efforts of one Party only, 
or by mere Party divisions and measures. 
The alterations would have to be on lines 
commanding the assent and consent of the 
greater number of Members of the House, 
who were loyal to its traditions, and 
desired to see those traditions maintained. 

His principal reason for rising was the 
fear that Members were drifting into a 
spirit of antagonism on this question. 
He appealed to all parties not to look at the 
matter from a Party standpoint ; to seek 
not Party advantage, but the general 
advantage of the House, and to endeavour 
to frame such ruijes as should command 
general assent and be carried with general 
approval. He ventured to appeal to the 
First Lord and the Government in that 
sense, and especially on the Question of 
the apology. The matter should not be 
treated as a Party question ; the House, 
as a whole, should be allowed to express 
its opinion and to record its conscientious 
conviction. If that were not done, the 
Rule would be worth very little. He 
would not enter into the general Question 
of punishment and apology, but the 
demand for an apology after punishment 
did seem to revolt the sense of justice and 
fairplay. The Rule would have a tend 
ency to make martyrs of those who 
refused to render the apology, and, instead 
of the punishment being effective, the men 
would be regarded as heroes in their con- 
stituencies and encouraged in their refusal 
to obey. Beyond that, there was the 
great danger of landing the House into 
contests with constituencies, and they all 
knew what had been and always would 
be the outcome of such contests. He 
entirely disagreed with the suggestion 
that it would be desirable by such a Rule 
to exclude Irish Members from the House. 
He welcomed their appearance in the 
House, as he believed it’ was a means of 
keeping a united Empire and a united 
Kingdom. As to the apology, men who 
were loyal to the traditions of the House 
‘would always be ready, as gentlemen, to 
apologise where necessary, while those 
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who described themselves as aliens and 
unwilling, Members would find themselves 
turned into heroes, and he doubted 
whether, in the present temper of their 
_eonstituencies, they would ever dare to 
make an apology even if they wished. 
|The questions to be considered were 
simply those of the increased severity of 
penalties, and that of the apology. 
Those were questions, not of principle, 
but of degree. Milder measures might 
very well be tried first, and then, if 
those measures were insufficient, more 
extreme steps might be afterwards 
taken. Having done well hitherto, 
they could afford to wait and see the 
effect of what they had done. In view 
of the anxious position of the country, 
and in view of the serious attitude taken 
by hon. Gentlemen below the gangway, 
he appealed to all who were loyal to the 
traditions of the House, and desired to 
see its efficiency maintained, to close 
their ranks and unite on moderate 
measures to serve the purposes of the 
Government, and then, if necessary, they 
could go further afterwards. 


(10.2.) Mr. LABOUCHERE (Nor- 
thampton) rejoiced that there were so 
many gentlemen of light and leading on 
the Government side of the House 
joining in the protest against the 
apology. All would admit that with 
regard to rules for regulating the pro- 
cedure of the House, it was desirable 
that there should be general agreement 
as to their fairness and equity. He 
should have thought that before 
bringing in any such rues as_ these, 
the First Lord of the Treasury would 
have consulted the Leader of the ~ 
Opposition, but apparently he had done 
nothing of the kind. It was very 
evident that he had not consulted the 
old and experienced Members on his 
own side, because the only gentlemen 
who had supported the Government 
were two or three Members of no great 
weight or experience. The Colonial 
Secretary had very truly said that the 
objection of. such rules should not be 
vindictive, but to prevent a repetition 
of certain events. But if an apology 
was sufficient, of what use was punish- 
ment? .Or, if punishment was _ suffi- 
cient, of what use was an apology? 


There wag no case in which an apology 
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was demanded, and punishment in-|Church Party had declared that they 
flicted as well. [An Hon. MEMBER: might object to certain measures on 
Contempt of Court.] Had the hon. | conscientious grounds. The Member for 
Member ever been committed for con-| St. Albans had said that if a law were 
tempt of Court? (“No.”) Well, ue | wean in for allowing polygamy he 
had, half a dozen times, and therefore he | would oppose it in violation of all the 
spoke not as a lawyer, but as a victim. | Rules of the House. Considering the 
Only a little while ago he was fined £50 | Bills that were brought in by the present 
for contempt of Court ; he paid the £50, | Government, such as those for giving 
and nobody asked him for an apology. | doles and so on, he did not know but 
Could any single case be cited in which | what a Bill might be brought in before 
an apology was demanded if punishment | long for permitting polygamy ; ft was 
was inflicted 1 | impossible to say what would happen. 
P . 'In any case, the Church Party had 

Mr. BULL (Hammersmith) pointed | declared that there were proposals which 
out that in cases of contempt of Court they might conscientiously consider it 
very often a man was sent to prison and | their duty to resist by violating the Rules 
was not liberated until he apologised. | of the House, and that in such cases 
| they would not apologise. Doubtless 


Mr. LABOUCHERE contended that|the Irish Members considered that 
under the general law of the country | Ireland was just as immorally governed 
there was no offence for which a man| as England would be considered to be if 
was sent to prison and -had to apologise | polygamy were permitted ; they had their 
when he came out. That being the | conscientious objections, and if he himself 


general law of the land, the right hon. | Were an Irish Member and consciously 


Gentleman had no right to make offen- violated a Rule of the House, he would 


sive experiments on the House of nt dream of apologising ; he would rather 


Commons. If it was laid down as a | Temain out of the House for any number 
| of days or years—though it would be a 


general principle of law, that would be heya 
one thing; but, if it was not so laid | great deprivation—than express regret 
for an action which he believed to be 


ee aeeen > St ing SEEN. to | justified. It would surprise the House 


Memb Parli t t 2 
embers of Parliament and not to other | to hear that he himself was once sus- 


: ad 
persons in the country. if the Hirst | pended. In the course of a debate he 


Lord were left alone he believed he would |expressed an opinion of a noble Lord 


go on heaping punishments and apologies | which perhaps was not couched in the 
pier the other until Members would Peilenlniay language required by the 
positively be told that if they violated | House of Commons when one Member 
the Rules of the House not only would | spoke of another. Mr. Courtney, for 
they be sent to prison, but they would | whom personally he had the greatest 
afterwards haveto go to a reformatory | respect, was in the Chair, and called upon 
or some other such place for twoorthree him to withdraw the expression. He 
years. He did not consider himself to be | replied that it would be impossible for 
either a conv ct or a “ticket-of-leaver,” | him to do so, because, by so doing, he 
and he objected to be treated as such. | would be violating the rights of the House 

There were two modes in which the|of Commons, and never should those 
Rules of the House might be violated. A | rights be violated in his person. The 
man might have a bad temper; some | matter was reported to Mr. Speaker, who 
people had. He might, being of an e-x | declared that unless the hon. Member 
citable disposition, say something which | withdrew the words he would have to be 
would have been better left unsaid, and, | suspended. The usual Motion was put to 
whencalled upon to withdraw, his temper the House, and the Conservative majority 
continuing, decline to do so. In such a| voted for,while the Liberals voted against, 
case, any gentleman would be perfectly | his suspension. What occurred then ? Mr. 
ready to apologise as soon as he recovered | Gladstone sent for him and said that, 
his temper. But there were cases of a| Without entering into the question 
different character. Some hon. Gentle-| whether the words were in good or bad 
men spoke as though the Irish were the | taste, he considered he was perfectly in 
only Members concerned, but the whole | the right, and that a Member of the House 


Mr. Labowhere. 








134é 


of C 
likec 
Lorc 
stoo 
brin, 
dow! 
For 

his 

serve 
occas 
estal 
he h: 
but s 
the 

Mem 
was : 
Mem 
Hous 
and 1 
of tk 
simils 
the | 
thing 
havin 


He 
it wa 
possil 
trom 
regret 
“sinc 
Gentl 
the 
The r 
North 
to the 
not he 
was tl 
First 
was n 
was tl 
having 
It wou 
therefe 
which 
word 
was th 
be rete 
said t 
apolog 
very a 
in the 
admire 
certain 
man cc 
ever in 
and ex 
Was sai 
Opposi 


certain 


1344 


they 
$s on 
or for 
were 
y he 
| the 
the 
esent 
iving 
but 
efore 
was 
open. 
had 
rhich 
er it 
Rules 
cases 
itless 
that 
rned 
be if 
their 
mself 
yusly 
ould 
ather 
mber 
be a 
ogret 
o be 
‘couse 
sus- 
e he 
Lord 
the 
- the 
mber 
, for 
atest 
upon 

He 
> for 
7, he 
ouse 
shose 
The 
who 
mber 
to be 
ut to 
ority 
inst, 
Mr. 
that, 
stion 
bad 
y in 
louse 





1345 New Procedure {13 Fepruary 1902} Rules. 1346 


of Commons was entitled to say what he | Gentleman ought to vote in favour of the 
liked of any Member of the House of | words which were proposed. That was 
Lords. Mr. Gladstone was a man who! the greatest mistake possible. They 
stood by his followers, and he offered to | knew what happened again and again on 
bring the matter before the House, to put | the Second Reading of a Bill. A Member 
down a Resolution and ask for a day. | got up and said that he could not vote for 
For that he (the hon. Member) expressed | the Bill, but if certain concessions were 
his obligations, but said that the Con-| made he would vote for it. When the 
servatives would vote as on the previous | Bill was passing through Committee the 
occasion, and a precedent would be| Amendments which were desired were 
established in favour of that against which | moved. He really thought the First 
he had protested. Mr. Gladstone agreed, | Lord of the Treasury would do well to 
but said he considered it his duty to make | show himself more conciliatory upon the 
the offer, because he thought the hon. | matter than he at present seemed disposed 
Member had been unfairly treated. That | to be. If the demand for an apology were 
was a case in point. Suppose an hon. | removed, the right hon. Gentleman would 
Member on the opposite side of the | ease the passage of rules very much, but 
House did something against the Rules, | if he was under the impression. that he 
and was suspended. If the First Lord | was to carry them through verbatim, as 
of the Treasury were to make an offer | though they were the laws of the Medes 
similar to that of Mr. Gladstone’s, would | and Persians, he would find that not days, 
the hon. Member give away the whole | but weeks, would be required for their 
thing by expressing his sincere regret at | discussion. ‘There were some of the rules 
having violated the Rules of the House ?| to which they had no sort of objection, 
but if the system of imposing the whole 
He alluded to that case simply because | of them, exactly as they stood, upon the 
it was one in which it had been made House was persisted in, the right hon. 
possible for a Member to save himself} Gentleman must expect them to resist 
from suspension by expressing sincere | them to the utmost. The First Lord of 
regret. By the presence of the word | the Treasury had said that this was not a 
“sincere” in the Rule the right hon. | Party question, but he was making it one. 
Gentleman had shown how loosely | Surely the right hon. Gentleman must 
the proposals had been drawn up. have perceived that the majority even of 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member for | his own Party would be glad if this de- 
North Armagh had expressed his objection mand for an apology were withdrawn. 
to the word, but, since it was in, he would | He asked the right hon. Gentleman to get 
not have it taken out. That apparently | up, say to his followers that this was not 
was the feeling of the Government. The | a Party question, and that each gentleman 
First Lord did not think the word | was free to vote according as he con- 
was necessary, because “sincere regret” | scientiously thought. If he did so there 
was the same as “regret,” but, it once | was not the slightest doubt that the rule 
having been inserted, if it were withdrawn | would be thrown out. 
4 = give a charter to insincerity, and, | 
therefore, owing to the looseness with | . a = 
which the pele had been framed, the | (10.18.) COLONEL KEN YON-SLAN EY 
word “sincere,” which to a large extent | (Shropshire, Newport) said he had 
was the crux of the whole question, was to | listened as well as he could to almost all 
be retained. The Colonial Secretary had | that had been said, and amongst the 
said that sincere regret was not an| questions they were bound to answer 
apology. The Colonial Secretary was a | was that asked by the Leader of the 
very able man, but he was not an expert | Opposition and others, as to what was the 
in the matter of apologies. He rather | cause of the proposed alteration. To his 
admired him for that. He was perfectly | mind there were two very sufficient 
certain that nothing the right hon. Gentle- | answers. With the permission of the 
man could do in the way of mistake would | House, he would try to give them as 
ever induce him to come to this House | shortly as possible. The first answer was 
and express “sincere regret” for it. It| that what the constituencies of Great 
Was said that because the Leader of the | Britain were most interested in at present 
Opposition had expressed his approval of | was that some such changes in the rules 
certain Amendments the right hon.|as those proposed by the Government 
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hon. Gentleman the Leader of the. 
Opposition was too democratic to know | 
anything of the wishes of the people ; | 
it was reserved for Tory Members to be | 
in close touch with the needs of the) 
‘constituencies. Those who, like himself, 
had taken recent steps to make them- | 
selves acquainted with the ardent wishes 
of the rank and file among constituents 
apart from Party, level-headed men 
interested in having good government 
and administration, knew that two things 
were necessary if the House of Commons | 
was to maintain the respect of the country , 
—the repression of continued obstruction 
and the purging of the House from all 
suspicion of disorderly behaviour. Much 
had been said from many quarters as to 
the possibility of a conflict between the 
constituencies and the House of Commons. 

Much had been said onthat matter from 
a most fallacious point of view. Members 
who came to the House of Commons did 
not exist by any virtue of their own 

They were useful to the country because 
they obeyed orders andcarried out broadly 
the mandate the country gave. That 
was a conclusive answer to the question 
asked on the other side. The funda- 
mental principle of the constitution was 
that the majority should rule. They could 
not get away from that. The very 
essence of the franchise was that the 
people entitled to it should elect men 
who would be bound by the rules of 
the House of Commons. Every Member 
must subordinate himself to the 
majority of the assembly. [A Nationalist 
Member: Why did you not pass Home 
Rulethen ?] They did not pass Home Rule 
because there never wa; a majority of 
Parliament in favour of it. It was 
pre-supposed when a Member of the 
House of Commons was elected that he 
would obey the rules of the Assembly, 

and with the recognition of this principle 
three-fourths of the arguments against 
the proposal were disposed of. 

He was sorry to have to submit the 
second branch of his argument, but the 
House would not think he was candid or 
courageous if he flinched from the argu- 
ment he was now going to adduce. It 
was no pleasure to him to come in 
conflict with hon. gentlemen from 
Ireland. He was not inclined to speak 
unduly in the way of blaming them. He 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 


{COMMONS} 
should certainly be affected. The right | 
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could only regret that the abilities of 
the hon. Member for Waterford were 
confined to one section of the House. He 
wished the whole nation had a greater 
share of them. The hon. Member for 
Waterford was angry with the suspicion 
that these new Rules were levelled at 
Irish Members. He would like to repudiate 


| this if he could, but naturally the Rules 
were framed upon past experience, though 
‘they would have general application. He 


must remind the hon. Member for 
Waterford of what he himself had said. 
It was natural, if threats were made in 
regard to the arrangement of affairs in 
the House, that those responsible should 


take precautions to preserve order. He 


found that the hon. Member for Water- 
ford made a speech in 1896, in which he 
said — 

“‘So long as self-government is denied to 
Ireland, of course the presence of the Irish 
Members tends towards the block of business 
and the disarrangement of Government plans, 
and is a constant source of trouble, difficulty, 
and danger.” 

[Nationalist cheers.] He did not 
wonder at the cheers. He was not 
questioning the consistency of the hon. 
Members. He was only questioning 
whether gentlemen in the position of the 
hon. Member for Waterford could wonder 
that steps should be taken to protect 
the House. The hon. Member also said— 
“If the House suffers in reputation and 


efficiency, it is not in human nature that the 
Irish Members should grieve very much over it.” 


[Nationalist cheers.] _ He hoped English 
and Scotch Members would take notice of 
the cheers with which these remarks were 
received. He noticed that the gentlemen 
on the Front Bench opposite, who 
might form a future Liberal Govern- 
ment, were not cheering them very much. 
But he went a little further. There 
was another speech made by the hon. 
Gentleman at Newcastle-on-Tyne on the 
3rd March,.1901, in which he said— 

“They would make the English Parliament 
and English people understand that the Irish 
representatives in this country were a foreign 
element, and that so long as they were forcibly 
kept in the English Parliament, the very 
existence of Parliamentary institutions in this 
country would be menaced.” 

He passed on to another speech 
delivered by the hon. Gentleman at 
Sligo on 2nd January, 1902, in which he 
said that— 
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“These months (the 12 months of 1901) 
showed the Irish people that they had once 
more in the House of Commons a band of 
thoroughly reliable Irish Nationalists as their 
representatives, men who were independent of 
all English political parties, men who had but 
one single thought——” e 
He waited for the repeated cheers of 
the Welsh Members— 

“To forward the cause of Ireland and to 

injure and attack England in every way open 
to them.” 
The hon. Welsh Members were discreetly 
dumb. Let him go on a little further. 
Here was an extract from a speech 
delivered by the hon. Member for 
Waterford at the Hotel Cecil on March 
19th, 1901— 

“ Of course we know not when, we know not 
how, or from what quarter the settlement of 
this National question will come; but what 
we do know is that we have it in our power to 
make the Government of Ireland by the 
present methods impossible in Ireland, and in 
the House of Commons, but when we once 
reach that point, we are very near indeed to 
the terms of settlement.” 

But that was not nearly all. He had 
a quotation from a speech made by the 
hon. Gentleman in America in 
November, 1901— 

“Our policy,” he said, ‘‘is to make the 
Government of Ireland by England in every 
department of Government in Parliament and 
out of Parliament, difficult, dangerous, and 
please God, impossible.” [Cheers from the 
Irish Benches. ] 


Were not those cheers rather unfortu- 
nate in connection with his argument ? 
Was it not very significant oftheargument 
he was now using that the hon. gentleman 
was almost sorry that those words could 
be quoted? [Cries from the Irish Benches 
‘No, no.’’] At all events they were in 
strong contradiction to the constitutional 
attitude which the hon. Gentleman had 
taken up that night. Then in the course 
of the same speech in America the hon. 
Gentleman went on to say— 

“We take up the position, therefore, of saying 
that we are making the Government of lreland 
by England difficult, dangerous, and impossible 
by the agency of the United Irish League in 
Ireland, and by the agency of the united and 
independent Parliamentary party in the House 
of Commons. That, briefly speaking, is our 
position and our policy.” 


That was a grave announcement of the | 


policy of the constitutional Leader of the 
Irish Party. It was a strong, he might 
say a courageous, announcement of the 
policy which the hon. Gentleman in- 


{13 Fepruary 1902} 


of the Government. 
‘that the offence would be purged by a 
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tended to pursue, and the end at which 
he meant to arrive. But as custodians 
of the honour and repute of the House 
of Commons they were bound to take 
steps to meet thehon. Gentleman. ‘The 
hon. Member for Waterford made another 
speech at Belfast on 2nd October, 1901, 
in which he declared— 


“T say that so long as thereis a body of men 
in the English Parliament of that character, 
no rules that the wit of man can devise 
can prevent their presence from being a 
source of irritation and of difficulty, of trouble 
and of danger.” 


It was no pleasant part of his duty to. 
quote further from the speeches of the 
hon. Gentleman. He would infinitely 
rather have taken the line that these pro- 
posals had no connection with the Irish 
Members, and that these latter were 
absolutely free from any likelihood of 
breaking the Rules. That was the 
wish and hope and intention in fram- 
ing these Rules. [Cries from the 
Irish Benches of “Oh, oh.”| At all 
events, he could speak for himself. He 
was one of the few Members in this 


| House who had absolutely no policy, and 


he could honestly say that he wished the 
Irish Party could have seen their way 
not to be so eager to fit this cap to 
their own heads, but would have rather 
disavowed the idea that the Rule would 
apply especially to them. But if it did 
apply to them as the result of their ad- 
hesion to the declarations he had quoted, 
any taunt of unfairness, or want of 
generosity was met by the quotations 
themselves. He came to another aspect 
of the question which interested him 
deeply, and which he ventured to im- 
press on the attention of the House. 
This debate had arranged partly over 
the question of punishment and suspen- 
sion of hon. Members for disregarding the 
ruling of the Chair, and partly over 
the expression of regret demanded for 
that action. On that point he had 
strong personal views. It seemed to 
him that the offence of any Member 
of the House who broke the ordinary 
laws of order was two-fold. In the 
first place he offended against the 
wishes of the people, whose representa- 
tives sat there, and who had been elected 
by a large majority to support the policy 
It had been said 





1351 New Procedure {COMMONS} Rules. 135 


period of suspension, and withdrawal, Coronzt. KENYON-SLANEY : Does 
from the House. But there was another | the hon. Member want the dates ? 

aspect of the offence which had not been | 
sufficiently dealt with during the debate.| Mr. DALZIEL said he did not want 
It was, that if the offence was coupled | the dates, because whether the speeches 
with anything like a refusal to obey the | were dejvered a fortnight or a month ago 
order of the Chair, it meant that there | did not affect his argument. His point 
had been a direct personal affront to that | Was that the House was about to take a 
personality which represented in this | decision on a matter of grave Parlia- 


House dignity, iaw, and order. He was | mentary and national importance. It 
pr sician, and perhaps must | Wa8 @ matter which above all things 
not & metaphysics P P | affected the House of Commons for all 


i ke his case logically clear. But | * . eg ag ; 
ee eee ey time, and it was not right in discussing a 


hon. Members regarded the Chair as a | . 
sort of incarnation of their own self- | non-Party matter such as that to intro- 


. : | duce racial passion as the bon. and gallant 
ys = ro i mong -exrrcsnghd Gentleman had done. They had one con- 
ee ee eee . ¢  Solation with regard to that portion of the 
only an offence against the business ‘ | hon. and gallant Gentleman’s speech, 
the House, but also against thesentiment, | },-,ause he frankly admitted that he had 
the dignity, and the self-respect of the /not got a single follower; and it was 
House ; and that aspect of the offence re- | hoped that the Government would take 
quired that there should be a quiet, | due note of that admission and give it the 
decent, and moderate expression of re-| significance it deserved. The hon. and 
gret. Hetherefore begged the Govern- | gallant Gentleman at the conclusion of 
ment to stand firm. Unless they could | his speech made an appeal for respect for 
save the House of Commons from a re- |the dignity of the Chair. That was a 
petition of what had happened in the false issue. It was not the question 
past, and from the occurrence of that | before the House. The Chair was made 
which had been foreshadowed in the by a House, and it was the House that 


speeches he had quoted, the was insulted if the Chair was insulted. 
House of Commons would gradu- The issue now was whether they ought by 
ally lose the respect and _ confi-| a mere majority place in the hands of a 


dence of the people of this country. 
Speaking for himself, therefore, he hoped 
the Government would stand firm. In 
despite, and in defiance of all ideas that 
there might be backsliders among them, 
the Government might depend on a suf- 


| majority in the future, which might be a 
|narrow majority, the power to take an 
| unknown Member from the back benches 
jand put him without a _  minute’s 
|notice into the Chair. As the Rule 
| stood the Government would be able, at 





ficient majority, and might confidently | tue beginning of a session, or at any time 
depend on the confidence and respect of | during a session, to make any Member 
ithe nation at large. | Deputy Chairman for the time being who 
| would have the power of naming Members. 

‘ | That was a big authority indeed to place 

(10.46.) Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy | in the hands of any man, who might be a 
Burghs) said he thought that the speech | mere partisan and who might not have 
of the hon. and gallant Gentleman, to any | traditional Parliamentary instincts. The 
one who had heard the debate, would be , hon. and gallant Gentleman said that the 
regarded as a most unfortunate one. No | country at the last General Election had 
one could have listened to the debate | declared in favour of the proposals 
without having been struck by the|of the Government, and had given 
marvellous unanimity which had been|a mandate for them. He wondered 
expressed with regard to one point of the | whether the hon. and gallant Gentle 
Resolution—namely, the proposed ex-|man in one of the many speeches he 
pression of regret—and it was, therefore, | delivered at the last election had ever 
unfortunate that the hon. and gallant | even mentioned the question of procedure 
4sentleman should have at that moment in the House of Commons, and further 
made a strong appeal to Party passion, | whether he had thought of the ingenious 
and should have raked up out of the dust-| proposal of expressing sincere regret. 
bin forgotten speeches of the Irish| He did not think so. He thought the 
Members. proposal was made in Birmingham much 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 
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later than the last election. He had| CoLoneL KENYON-SLANEY asked 
always imagined that hon. Gentlemen | if it was an obstructive or un-Parlia- 
opposite were too busy, at the last mentary proceeding to move Amendments, 
election, taking praise for the glory | 

of a completed war, to think of} Mr. DALZIELsaid it entirely depended 
anything else. The hon. and gallant’ on what the Amendments were. If a 
Gentleman was, however, right to the | Liberal Government were returned with 





extent that the country wished its 
business to be carried on in a business- 
like fashion, but did not care what method 
was adopted. The Government had 
received no mandate for punishing hon. 
Members, or for obtaining an expression 
of sincere regret. He had listened to 
nearly every speech during the Debate, 


and one thing stood clearly out and that | 
was the point of the hon. Member for | 


Waterford, that no case had arisen for 
increasing the punishments. If they 


were to introduce Amendments to their | 
procedure they should introduce them | 
with reference to rules which had failed. | 
At present they were dealing with an | 


imaginary situation. 
known that an individual member had 
offended three times in the course of a 


session, and, therefore, they were dealing | 


with a situation which they had no reason 
to suppose would arise. Too much im- 
portance was attached to the individual 
member, and io what he might do. 
gentlemen really responsible were the 
right hon. Gentlemen on the Treasury 
Bench. Speaking generally, no scene 
had ever occurred in the House except 
as a result of strong, and as many 


thought inadvisable, action on the part | 


of the Government of the day. All the 
scenes were the result of action taken by 
the majority, which the 
thought was taken in order to burke 
proper discussion, and where the Govern- 
ment of the day tried to closure, after a 
few hours discussion, Estimates amount- 
ing to 25 or 30 millions. 
ment of the day gave so little heed to 
the opinion of the minority, they were 
bound in future to have unfortunate 
scenes, and it was only by a spirit of 
fair play on the part of the Government 


that the House of Commons could uphold | 


its authority and dignity in the future as 
in the past. The hon. and gallant Gentlee 
man talked about majority rule. Would 
he bow to a Liberal Government with 
the majority of perhaps 20 or 30 ? Would 
he say that he respected the authority of 
the country and bowed regretfully to 
the majority ? Would he move Amend- 
ments 4 


It had never been | 


The | 


minority | 


If the Govern- | 


| a clear majority to pass a certain measure 
' would the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
‘vote for it? He was inclined to think 
'that, in such circumstances, the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman would not respect 
'the majority. The danger was that the 
'Government of the day were often 
tempted, sometimes justly, in order to 
carry their measures, to resort to 
extreme proposals. He feared that the 
present proposals would not be effective. 
/One proposal stated that the hon. 
Member asking a question, and he 
alone, could ask a _ supplementary 
question. That in itself could be used 
‘as a vehicle for great injustice. It 
' would be some time before the House 
' became accustomed to it, and he could 
conceive an hon. Member, perhaps a new 
'Member, with the greatest respect to 
'the Chair, disregarding the ruling of 
the Chair quite unintentionally in ask- 
ing supplementary Questions. Then 
with regard to repetition in debate, 
‘they all knew that very often a new 
Member used an argument several 
times, though he had no intention of 
offending against the Chair. But under 
the Rule if he were called to order and 
disregarded the ruling of the Chair, he 
would be named. It seemed to him that 
one of the first things the Government 
would have to introduce into the House, 
if the rules were passed, would be a 
| black book in which convictions of 
/ hon. Members would be recorded. The 
whole point of the proposed expression 
of regret was that it would be merely 
lip service. A suspended Member would 
be told ‘‘Give us an apology and we 
do not care what kind it is.” He 
'thought the Government were trying 
to humiliate members unnecessarily. 
They ought to trust to the respect 
which hon. Members felt for the House 
and for themselves, and not to any 
new rules which the Government could 
| devise. 

| 

| 

| (10.58.). Toe ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
| (Sir Ropert FInay, Inverness Burghs) : 
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I confess, before the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman, I should have thought it 
impossible that the admirable speech of 
my hon. and gallant friend could have 
been so entirely misunderstood. To 
represent my hon. and gallant friend as 
having made an appeal to racial passion 
is so absolutely wide of the mark that | 
think the hon. Gentleman must have 
immediately felt that he did not carry 
the general sense of the House with 
him. At an earlier period of the 
evening, a very interesting speech was 
made by the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford, in which he said that 
he had himself no sympathy whatever 
with disorder. I accept that statement 
and I welcome it. But I ask the House 
to observe what follows from it. If 
the feelings of the hon. and learned 
Member on the subject are shared by 
the Party which he leads, and leads in 
so distinguished a manner, what becomes 
of the allegation that this rule is any 
special grievance on Irish Members in 
this House? If they have no sym- 
pathy with disorder, it they repudiate it, 
if they have no desire to practise it, how 
can these new Rules affect them? They 
will be unharmed by them. I would call 
the attention of the hon. Member tor 
Waterford to the absolute inconsistency 
between that passage in his speech, in 
which, as representing the Irish Party, 
he repudiates all sympathy with disorder, 
and that other passage in which he said 
that these Rules obviously contemplated 
the disfranchisement of an unlimited 
number of constituencies. Where are 
you to get an unlimited number of con- 
stituencies which will be disfranchised 
unless there is not merely sympathy 
with disorder, but the actual practice of 
disorder in this House. 

The hon Member for Waterford made an 
attack on the First Lord of the Treasury 
and the Colonial Secretary. He was 
very severe on them for having said that 
these rules were not really aimed at the 
Irish Party. If any justification were 


wanted for the statements of my right. 


hon. friends, that these Rules are aimed 
at disorder generally in the House, by 
whatever Party it may be practised, it 
would be found in the statement of the 
hon. and learned Member himself that 
he, as the representative of his Party, 
repudiated disorder and had no sympathy 
Sir Robert Finlay. 


{COMMONS} 
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whatever with it. If that be the case 
the rules are not only aimed at he 
Irish farty, but will not hit the Irish 
Party; and if the admirable maxim of 
the hon. and learned Member is carried 
out in practise, hon. Members © from 
Ireland will not suffer under them. 
The speech of the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford had at least one 
merit, which has been wanting from a 
good many speeches delivered in the 
course of this debate. It was that he set 
before the House very clearly indeed 
what is the precise issue on which we 
are going to divide. We are not going 
to divide on any question of detail in 
connection with the rules of procedure. 
The question is whether or not the terms 
ot the old rule are to remain, and tie 
motion is that they be left out ; and no 
hon. Member can oppose that unless he is 
prepared to assert that no strengthening 
of the penalties for disorder is required. 
That is the question, and the only question, 
upon which we shall proceed to a division. 
All consideration of the details of the 
Rules must necessarily stand over until 
another occasion. On the broad point, I 
think the House generally will be in 
thorough agreement with my hon. and 
gallant triend when he said that the feel- 
ing of the country was overwhelmingly 
in favour of strengthening the procedure 
of the House, so tar as it is intended to 
cope with disorder, and that the authority 
ot the Chair must at all risks be main- 
tained. I do not believe myself that 
there is any business assembly in any 
part of the country that would for one 
week submit to some of the scenes which 
we have been compelled to witness in 
this House. The hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford asks what justifi- 
cation is there for the change. ‘Things 
are going smoothly enough as it is, he says, 

and you do not want any change. If 
there is no defiance of the authority of 
the Chair, the change will do no harm to 

anyone. I think, however, experience 

has shown that some measure, we hope 

not a measure of punishment, and cer- 

tainly not a vindictive measure, but a 

measure which will have the effect of 

prevention, is very badly wanted indeed. 

‘his Rule.has not been conceived in any 

spirit of making reprisals on the Irish 

members. ‘That is an oratorical phrase. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: What about 
the Blenheim speeches ! 





thir 
the 
quo 
spee 
etter 
Hot 
to j 
wou 
Men 
a li 
quit: 
refe1 
as 6 
[Sev 
don 
chee: 
Men 
ee ] 
that 1 
can 
being 
worlc 
Ye 
plain 
quote 


Vi 








1356 


ie case 
at he 
» Trish 
dim of 
arried 
from 
them. 
earned 
st one 
rom a 
n the 
he set 
indeed 
ch we 
going 
rail in 
edure. 
terms 
id the 
und no 
s he is 
hening 
juired. 
estion, 
vision. 
of the 
until 
vint, I 
be in 
1. and 
e feel- 
ningly 
cedure 
ded to 
hority 
main- 
f that 
n any 
yr one 
which 
ess in 
sarned 
justifi- 
hings 
p SAYS, 
e. If 
ity of 
rm. to 
rience 
hope 
d cer- 
but a 
ct. of 
ideed. 
n any 
Irish 
rase. 


about 








1357 New Procedure {13 FeBruARY 1902} Rules. 1358 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: The object | learned Member does not stand alone, 
of this Rule is not to make reprisals on | because there are, unfortunately, in 
any class of Members in this House. |the Party which he leads with so 

‘much ability, some other Members 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): It is) who have used language which was 

nothing but vindictiveness. | calculated to create the impression that 
" 'they regarded language of that kind as 

Sir ROBERT FINLAY : If hon. Mem- | suitable language to be used by Members 
bers would read the Rule they will see that of this Assembly. Thehon. Member for 
its object is to provide an adequate penalty North Leitrim—I am quoting from the 
to prevent these offences being committed. Trish News onthe 20th of March, 1901— 
That is the object, and the only object, said at Enniskillen, refering to the fact 
and those who were concerned in the that he and others had been dragged 
framing of these rules would indeed 914 of the House of Conanians: teat the 


eae ps he effect was gens —< we were reason was that they had protested against 
spare e recurrence of these scenes. | sie) rule and the plunder of the 


The hon. and learned Member for Water- country. I myself would: have given 


ford biesy| I think, very severe on the another reason. Then the hon. Member 
Colonial Secretary, because he referred to a 
went on to say that “ They would 


the party the hon. and learned Member 

leads as a party that had expressed their degrade the re : enero and 

intention to injure and degrade the House continue to degrade 1¢ unti , wey got 
their own Parliament again.” In face 


of Commons. I understood the hon. and f | ee ee eased 
learned Member to quote that from the 0 “@nguage of that kind used by the 
Leader of the Nationalist Party and by 


amen onan: one of his followers—I could multiply 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: My complaint quotations to the same effect almost 
against the Colonial Secretary was that indefinitely—can it be said that some 
he stated the night before last that these precautions are not wanted by way of 
rules were not directed against the Irish preventing the possibility of such threats 
Members, whereas at Blenheim and at being carried into effect? What the hon. 
Edinburgh he stated distinctly that the and learned Member for Waterford said 
rules to be introduced were directed tonight about himself is, I trust, shared 
against the Irish Members. _ by the whole of his followers, and I hope 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I do not earnestly that there will be no attempt to 
think the hon. Member is quite following ¢@tty such threats into effect, and that 
the point | am making. I heard him Wé shall be spared all those painful 
quote as a grievance a passage from the Scenes which have been conjured up by 
speech of the Colonial Secretary, to the | the imaginations of some hon. Members 
effect that there was a Party in this who have taken part in this debate. 
House who thad declared their intention This is not the occasion to consider 
to injure and degrade Parliament. I the detailed terms of this Rule. I 
would remind the hon. and learned shall not argue as to what the 
Member, as his memory seems to want precise length of suspension should 
a little jogging, of what he said not he for defying the authority of 
Se this House. He the Chair. I will only say that I 
referred to the Party | which he leads think there is hardly an hon. Member in 
as “a foreign element” in this House. this House who does not agree that the 


S | ] ay ° a ar . . . 
gone hon. reste map —* = . present time of suspension is altogether 
ee ae The we oe to: te 


cheer what follows. The hon. and learned . : . 
eat renga e hon. and learned burning question of apology, on which 


Member then said :— 
‘ 'so much eloquence has been expended. 
‘In dealing with such an element [assert | desire to make an appeal to the 
that no rules which the wit of man can devise tinea ok tui Sina If 
can possibly save your Parliament from COMMonN sense Oo the House. fa man 
being injured and degraded in the eyes of the | defies the authority of the Chair, he is 
world.” /punished with a certain term of 
Yet the hon. and learned Member com- | suspension, and if he apologises then the 
plains of my right hon. friend for having term 0 suspension,comes to an end. 
quoted his own words. The hon. and | {Hon. Mempers: No,no !] If he apologises, 


VOL. CI. = [FourrH SEriss. ] ee 
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a term of suspension may be regarded as 
complete punishment. [An How. 


Member: That is not the rule.] Hon. 
Members who interrupt must not have 
read the Rule. So many days suspension 
are given, and that exhausts the punish- 
ment if an apology is made. Now what 
I desire to put before the House is this. 
There are two offences of very different 
gravity indeed. A man may defy the 
Chair in a moment of heat; he expresses 
his regret, and after so many days 
suspension he returns; but suppose a 
man persists in his defiance of the Chair, 
declines to express regret, assumes an 
attitude of detiance to the Chair, and 
comes back to this Assembly persisting in 
the insult and refusing to withdraw it, isnot 
that an offence of an entirely different 
character? What we have to consider 
at present is whether these two 
classes of persons are to be dealt with in 
the same way, and I very respectfully 
submit to the House that these two 
offences are widely different. One is the 
case of a man who, in a moment of heat, 
offends against the Rules of the House 
and apologises, and the other, that of a 
man who, on set purpose, has defied the 
Chair, and comes back and tells the 
House he declines to apologise, that he 
refuses to withdraw, and by that very 
act offering insult, not only to you, Sir, 
but to the House, and continuing that 
insult. It is said that it is very hard 
that a man should have to apologise if he 
thinks he has not been really guilty. All 
I will say on that point is that every man 
in a matter of this kind must bow to the 
ruling of the Chair, and I cannot under- 
stand how the business of a deliberative 
Assembly can be carried on unless the 
authority of the Chair be respected ; and 
if the Chair pronounces an hon. Member 
out of order, he should bow to that rul- 
ing, whatever his own opinion may be. 
We are not now on the question of the 
precise wording of the terms of the 
apology. Weare on the broad question 
whether a man who has defied the Chair, 
and persists in that defiance, is to be put 
on the same footing as the man who 
has offended and apologised. 


The hon. Member for Northamp- 
ton referred to the case of Mr. 
Wilkes, who was expelled by the 


House, and, as it was ultimately held, 
without the effect of disqualifying Mr. 
Wilkes, because this House could not 
Sir Robert Finlay. 


{COMMONS} 
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alter the qualifications for membership. 
But what has that case to do with the 
present? The House claimed to treat 
Mr. Wilkes as a person who could not be 
sent back to the House, and he was dis- 
qualified. In the present case it is at 
the option of the hon. Member to meke 
an apology and qualify himself for 
sitting in the House. What possible 
analogy is there between the case of Mr. 
Wilkes in the last century but one and 
the present case, when by doing what a 
proper feeling ought to prompt the hon. 
Member to do, he might qualify himself 
for his duties? Mr. Bradlaugh’s case 
had been referred to. I think a more 
unlucky comparison could not have been 
made. Mr. Bradlaugh’s quarrel with the 
House was as to the terms upon which he 
should be admitted upon a question of 
theology. [Opposition cries of “Oh, oh !”] 
The question was as to whether Mr. 
Bradlaugh should be allowed to take the 
oath after having expressed his belief that 
no such oath would be binding upon his 
conscience. I would remind the House, 
however, that when Mr. Bradlaugh was 
admitted to the House, no man was 
more scrupulous in his observance of the 
Rules of this House. He was a man 
with whose views I had hardly any 
sympathy, but, however much we may 
have differed from him, everyone would 
recognise that no man ever had more 
genuine respect for the Chair, and no 
man more scrupulously took pains to see 
that order was preserved in the House. 
The Question upon which the House will 
divide is a very short one indeed. It is 
simply whether the House regards the 
present machinery for dealing with de- 
fiance of the Chair as adequate, and no 
man can vote against the Government 
without having made up his mind that 
no improvement is wanted in our 
machinery for dealing with this matter. 


(11.18.) Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouth- 
shire, N.) said the hon. Gentleman 
the Attorney General wished to confine 
the argument to the question whether 


the present Rules were inadequate. 
He should have thought that he 
would have shown them in what 


respect the existing Rules had failed to 
preserve order in the House. He had 
been making some extracts from the 
journals of the House, and he had pre- 
pared a list of the whole of the suspensions 
which had taken place since the year 1882, 
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and if the House would bear with him for 
two or three minutes, he would like to read 
the most conclusive proof they could 
possibly have that the existing Rule had 
proved adequate to preserve order. In 
1882, when the Rule passed, there were no 
suspensions; in 1883 and 1884 there 
were none, in 1885 one, in 1886 none, and 
in 1887 three-—and this was the single case 
when a Member was suspended twice. 
In the year 1888 there was one suspension, 
in 1889 none, 1890 one, 1891 none, in 
1892 one, in 1893 and 1894 none, in 
1895 one, 1896 five, 1897 none, 189% one, 
1899 none, and 1900 none; until we get 
to last year, when we find from actual 
experience of the existing Rule that no 
one,or at the most only one hon. Member, 
was suspended, It had been said that 
they had to take precautions against 
threats, and the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man opposite read as one of these threats 
an extract from one of the speeches made 
by the hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford in 1896. In the year 1897 
there was no disorder, in 1898 one hon. 
Member was suspended, and in 1899 and 
1900 none. They found that asa direct 
consequence of the threats which were 
alleged to be so dangerous, one hon. 
Member was suspended in four years. 
He thought the good sense of the House 
would agree with him that on such an 
experience as that, and with the experience 
of last year, it would be admitted that the 
Rule since 1882 has worked admirably. 


He now came to the year1901. There 
was only one vear when there were nu- 
merous suspensions, and that was in 1896, 
when five Members were suspended at a 
single sitting. It was the year after a 
general election and a new Parliament, 
and there was, as there always was after 
a general election, a considerable amount 
of excitement and party feeling and pas- 
sion, which occasionally found an outlet 
in disorder. The same thing was true of 
1901, which was a Parliament which met 
after a general election when passion had 
been very much excited. He admitted 
that both in 1896, when five Members 
Were suspended, and in 1901, when there 
were 10 or 12 suspensions, there was 
serious disorder. But even in these years 
there was no case of a second suspension, 
and it was proved that the operation of 
this Rule was fully sufficient to maintain 
order. But what was the real reason why 


this Amendment was proposed now? It | 
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was because the change was popular. 
Why was it popular? It was alleged that 
the conduct of hon. Members seriously 
obstructed the business of the House. It 
was not that side of the question which 
was popular with the public, and it was 
said that changes should be made in order 
to expedite business. This proposal was 
popular because it appealed to the lowest 
section of the British Press. That was 
the sole ground of its popularity, and he 
appealed to the fair play of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite not to pander to that passion, 
but to be guided by the evidence which 
they had got of the actual working of the 
existing Rule, and be satisfied with the 
Rule which had maintained order in the 
past, and which they might reasonably 
anticipate would be sufficient to maintain 
order in the future. This was a question 
amongst themselves, and should be decided 
as a question between one Member and 
another, and they were entitled to ask 
that hon. Members from Ireland should 
be treated with the respect which they 
deserved. What was the use of quoting 
in this House speeches which had been 
made outside, for he had no doubt that 
even hon. Gentlemen opposite would say 
more in speeches outside than they would 
be prepared to justify in speeches made in 
this House. Those threats which had 
been quoted had been made ever since the 
Irish Party had been in existence, but in 
spite of those threats they found that 
order had been maintained in the House. 
It was idle to come down to this House 
and ask for an Amendment of this Rule 
without giving any single solid ground 
why such an Amendment should be 
made. 


He had only one- word more to say 
and that was on the question of ex- 


“ee 


pressing sincere regret.” Every 
one of them knew that there were 


times when a Member would think he 
was in the right, although he might 
be against the rulirg of the Chair. 
He was aware that he was treading on 
very delicate ground, and he frankly 
asserted that on some occasions he 
thought he was in the right when he 
had been told that his remarks were 
irrelevant, but he had always bowed to 
the ruling of the Chair, and he hoped he 
always should do so, because he had always. 
been inspired by the view that, right 
or wrong, the Chair intended to be fair 
But supposing he did not believe that. He 


3A3 
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would speak with no possible disrespect 
to Mr. Speaker, or to the Chairman 
of Committees, because he felt no 
possible disrespect ; but the Deputy 
Chairman was not yet appointed, and 
he did not know who he might be, and | 
perhaps he might be inclined to speak 
of him all the disrespect in the world. 
Supposing he had occasion to believe 
that he was ‘“‘named” by the Deputy 
Chairman on grounds of personal malice 
against himseli. Of course he was speak- 
ing in the abstract only, and he knew 
he was putting a hypothetical case 
which was not likely to arise. Suppos- 
ing he believed that he was “ named” 
as the result of personal malice against 
himself, or as a result of a strong 
partisan bias, he could assure the House 
that nothing in this world would make 
him sincerely regret an offence which 
he did not himself believe he had com- 
mitted. That was his frame of mind. 
Upon the principles laid down by the 
First Lord of the Treasury, and the 
Colonial Secretary in the illustration he 
had given, he would not be considered a 
person fit to be a Member of this House. 
But they did not turn him out. Other 
hon. Members had stated that this was 
their frame of mind, and why did they 
not turn them out of the House? He 
was told that it was not the frame of 
mind when it was converted into acts. 
But when the frame of mind was con- 
verted into acts, they punished hon. 
Members by suspension, and after finish- 
ing his term of punishment they went 
on punishing him because his frame of 
mind did not make him a fit person to be 
a Member of this House. He was not as 
the Attorney General said repeating his 
offence. He would repeat his offence 
if the occasion arose again, but if he 
said nothing, withdrew nothing, and 
repeated nothing, he was making no 
new offence, and under these cireum- 
stances he felt very strongly that this 
House would be committing a great 
blunder from which they might in future 
have great difficulty in withdrawing 
when they had a man whom everyone 
thought was wrongly exiled from this 
House for the sole reason that he refused 
to add hypocrisy to his offence. 


*(11.28.) Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, 
Altrincham) said he felt that if the hon. | 


Mr. M‘Kenna. 
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Member who had just spoken had let 
himself go a little further he would 
have given them a good example of a 
suspended Member, and would, perhaps, 
have saved the situation and the Govern- 
ment. He only wanted to detain the 
House five minutes to give an explan- 
ation of the way he should vote, because 
there were differences of opinion upon 
this side in regard to this Amendment. 
They might divide this proposal into 
two parts, one dealing with suspension 
with which he agreed, and the other 
providing for an apology with which 
he thoroughly disagreed. They had had 
a lesson in deportment during this 
debate, and they had had several Mr. 
Turveydrops on the Front Benches who 
had educated them to the point that a 
gentleman would always apologise. He 
supposed they were all gentlemen, but 
he should like to know if any gentle- 
man there would apologise if he thought 
himself right. They had to face in a 
House like this hon. Members of very 
different temperaments. There was the 
man who would never confess himself 
wrong, and he felt that this Rule would 
fall very hardly upon him. He thought 
in this brand new set of rules the 
Government had introduced something 
out of date, because he believed apologies 
to be obsolete. Apologies went out with 
duelling, and to introduce the formal 
apology into a question like this seemed 
to him to be putting in something so 
ancient that it must in itself damage the 
rules. There were two kinds of men who 
would apologise. There would be the man 
who would come with his tongue in his 
cheek, and make his apology to the House, 
and at the same time tell his constituency 
that he did not mean it. Then there was 
the gentleman who would not make his 
apology, and would continue to defy the 
House to the delight of the half-penny 
Press and those who admired his conduct 
in his constituency. He did not think 
that would lend dignity or honour to this 
assembly, and he could not help thinking 
that the great example on which these 
rules were founded was the occasion upon 
which the new Rule was based last session. 
It was the Irish Party who gave them that 
illustration, and the Irish Party had been 


the only case which hon. Members could 


quote. He had wished that the Church 
Party would, perhaps, run amuck, but 


they had not done so, and they had 
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to illustrate their debates by the case 
of hon. Gentlemen from the _ sister 
Isle. He had always voted against 
the rule to closure votes of Supply, and 
hon. Members would remember that Mr. 
Gladstone’s Home Rule closure produced 
quite as much exasperation on the Con- 
servative side of the House as this Rule 
was producing amongst the Opposition. 

There was another very important 
question which would arise if this apology 
was passed, and it was, what was a suit- 
able apology in such a case? What was 
the apology which would be accepted by 
the House? He did not know whether it 
would be left in the hands of Mr. Speaker 
to judge what the apology should be. He 
thought it was a very difficult and un- 
grateful task to decide. He could not 
help thinking that there would be long 
debates and many questions asked as to 
whether the hon. Member for so-and-so 
had apologised, what were the terms of 
his apology, and whether they were 
adequate and satisfactory to the House. 
He thought this proposal would leave the 
House in a position of great ridicule. 
At the same time he believed that the 
right hon. Gentleman had framed these 
rules with the intention of bringing more 
honour and dignity to this House, but he 
believed the introduction of this question of 
apology would produce ridicule and con- 
tempt. He re-echoed the words of the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Honiton Division — of Devonshire, 
that the Government should leave this 
point an open question, and let every 
hon. Member vote as he liked. If this 
were done then they would get the true 
opinion of the House. 


(11.35.) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
(Bristol, E.) said he was not going to take 
up the time of the House for more than a 
moment or two, but he did think it wasa 
very curious thing that the speeches from 
the front Bench opposite had been so 
directly opposed to the remarks of some 
hon. Members epposite. They had been 
told that these rules were not directed 
against hon. Members from Ireland. 
There was, however, one circumstance in 
connection with the Paper circulated 
showing the result of communications 
with foreign Parliaments which did bear 
out entirely the speech made by the hon. 
and gallant Member for Newport. The 
speeches made at Blenheim were made 
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on the 10th| of August. Now, the com- 
munications made by the Foreign Office 
to their representatives abroad asking for 
information as to the proceedings of 
foreign Parliaments bore almost exactly 
the identical date to the speeches made at 
Blenheim, when it was stated that these 
rules were) directed against the Irish 
Party. It did seem to him that whether 
these rules, were directed against the Irish 
Party or not they applied equally to all 
sections of hon. Members in this House, 
and they had been taken exception to not 
only by hon. Members on this side but 
also by hon. Members on the opposite side. 
These Rules have been condemned by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite who were usually 
amongst . staunchest supporters of the 
present Government. ‘The hon. and 
gallant ‘Member for Newport told 
them that it was a necessity of Parlia- 
mentary Government that the majority 
should jrule. If the precept was put 
into for¢e then they would have a sea- 
saw arrangement between the two sides 
of this House, one side introducing legis- 
lation |which the other side would 
immediately proceed to repeal, and the 
system tae # break down altogether. His 
only desire was justto say that it seemed 
to have escaped observation that the most 
wilful,} deliberate, and premeditated 
breach] of these rules was visited by 
exactly the same penalty as a person who 
committed an unpremeditated breach of 
the rules. An unpremeditated breach of 
the rules was to be treated in exactly 
the sdme way as wilful and deliberate 
obstriction of the business of the House. 
lf on¢ might quote the precedent of the 
Law Courts, he believed that unpremedi- 
tated pflences against the law were almost 
always regarded with much more leniency 
by the person who sat in judgment 
than jwhen a criminal showed deliberate 
intent to do personal injury or damage 
to property. Although there was no 
hope] that the Government would not 
press; this Amendment or carry the 
proposal now before the House, yet 
when the time came to deal with the 
Amehdinents he hoped that it would be 
foun{] possible that the Government would 
do what they now asked private Members 
to do when they committed mistakes, and 
that was to express their regret that they 
had |not consulted all sections of their 
followers, and admit that they were 
equally as capable of making mistakes as 
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private individuals were capable of break- 
ing the Rules of this House. He hoped 
when the time for the reconsideration of 
these proposals arrived the Government 
would acknowledge frankly the mistake 
they had made, and after consultation with 
hon. Members on the Ministerial side he 
trusted they would decide to modify this 
proposal, 


(11.40.) Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said 
the case made out by the Leader of the 
Irish Party was that no grounds had been 
shown for the passing of this rule. Not 
one hon. Member who had supported this 
clause had brought: forward a single 
instance or a tittle of proof that the 
present state of public business or any- 
thing that had occurred during the last 
three or four years justified this rule. 
Hon. Member after Member on the 
opposite side of the House had got up and 
denounced the latter part of this clause, 
and yet the Government expected not by 
argument but by a brute mechanical 
majority to force this proposal through 
the House. What reply had been made 
by the Attorney General to speeches 
like that made by the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Honiton Division and the 
hon. Member for St. Albans. The Attorney 
General had made no reply whatever. 
The Government simply sat tight and 
would not budge one tittle or jot, and 
trusted that their brute machanical 
majority would carry them through 
Speaking generally, Irish Members 
were but slightly concerned with 
the latter portion of the clause which 
referred to the apology. Speaking 
of himself, if in discharging his duty 
conscientiously and honourably in defence 
of the rights of his country he happened 
to come into conflict with the Chair, 
no punitive measures and punishments 
from this splendid assembly weuld ever 
induce him to offer an apology. He had 
often been called to order, and whenever 
he recognised he was in the wrong and 
had done something against the rules he 
was always ready to apologise at once ; 
but where a question of principle was 
involved no clause of this kind would 
ever induce him to apologise. 

He would leave that matter and pass 
on to another portion of the clause. 
They had to remember that by this 
propcsal the period of suspension was 
doubled, trebled, and quadrupled. 

Mr. Charles Hobhwuse. 


1COMMONS} 


What 


Rules. 


power resided in a Ministry, and what 
power was inherent in this House to 
deny to a constituency the right of its 
Member to take his seat? There resided 
no power of this kind in the Ministry or 
in the House except the power which 
resided in a tyrannical majority ; and 
what might be the case ot Irishmen to- 
morrow would, in all probability, be the 
case of Conservative Members in days to 
come. All hon. Members of this House, 
whether they came from Ireland, Eng- 
land, or Scotland, or whether they sat on 
the front Benches or the back Benches, 
came to this House in a representative 
capacity. 

What inherent right was there in this 
House to disfranchise a constituency 
whose representative had committed a 
breach of decorum or a breach of order! 
There was no such power. Ii a Member 
refused to give an apology after being 
suspended and was perpetually banished 
from the House, the constituency would 
be disfranchised during all that Pariia- 
ment, and questions of enormous im- 
portance to the constituency might 
arise. The Government appeared to be 
determined to adhere to every syllable 
o. the Rule and to carry it through by 
their majority. This was the antithesis 
of freedom of debate. The majority of 
the Government supporters had not 
the courage or the manliness to upheld 
the traditions of the Assembly. They 
would vote blindly and submissively for 
one of the greatest outrages ever at- 
tempted on a free Assembly. 


(11.55.) Mr. ARTHUR STANLEY 
(Laneashire, Ormskirk) said he under 
stood that they were engaged in a 
Second Reading debate, and he should 
reserve to himself the liberty of 
voting in regard to the details of 
the proposal. While wishing to agree 
with the Government and_ to do 
all they could to preserve order, he and 
other hon. Members did not intend to 
vote for measures which they thought 
would not conduce to that end, 


Mr. PIRIE said the most re 
markable feature of the evenings 


debate was the great discrepancy of 
opinion that had been disclosed in the 
speech of the Attorney General as com- 
pared with the speeches of the First 
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Lord of the Treasury and the Colonial | vindictiveness was to be traced. They 


Secretary. 


The First Lord and the 


wtre introducing a thumbscrew and an 


Colonial Secretary had not the courage inktrument of moral torture for Members 


to declare in the House as they declared | of 


the House 


The hon. Member was 


in the country the true reason for the continuing his remarks amid cries of 


proposal of the new Rules. 
that these Rules were not applicable to [It 
any particular section of the House, but 
the Attorney General was more candid 
and more truthful in disclosing the real 
He said that they were dis- 
tinctly aimed at one section of the 
House. The hon. Member was glad that 
the House now realised the real reason 
The outcome of 
this was an emphatic proof that there was 
one law for the majority and another for 
In this,as on many other 
Government 


reason. 


for their introduction. 


the minority. 
occasions, the 


Aciand-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O, 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baifour, fit. Hon. A.J .(Manch’r 
Balfour, itHnGerald W.(Le’ds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christe. ) 
Banbury Frederick George 
Bathuist,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, ft HuSirMichael Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryiner, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Ballard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

‘aniile, William Walter 
‘ar-on, Rt. Hon. Sir Edwd. H. 
autley, Henry St:other 
‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
‘avendi-h, V. C. W. (Derbysh’e 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rr. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (W’re’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


~ 


~~ 


They stated 
being 


Question be 


noWw put.” 














spirit of 15 
AYES. 


Colomb,SirJohnChiarles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw} H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crauborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb. Sheph¢rd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savillle 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John |C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles $eott 
Dickson-Poynder, pir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseyph Cock tield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, SirWilligim Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt Hon Sir William Hart 
Everton, Hon. A| de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fardell, Sir T. Géorge 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailjwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George “ 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fottescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hop. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S W 
Galloway, Willidm Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicafy (St. Allans) 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 


A. Akers- 














‘** Divide’ from the Ministerial side, when 


midnight, Mr. Speaker 


proceeded to interrupt the Business. 


Whereupon Mr. Balfour rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, ‘That the 


” 
now put. 


duestion put, ‘“‘That the Question be 


The House divided: Ayes 270, Noes 
7 (Division List No. 25). 


Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(‘T’rH’ml’s 
Gore, HnG RC Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’y 
Greene,Sir E W(B’yS. Edn’ nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Caimbs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordt. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L/nd’nd'r’y 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Asht‘d 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris. Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward (Hanl’y 
Heath, James(Staffurds. N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hei derson, Alexander 
Higginhottem, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hoey, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brig’ts’de 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard.Johu (Kent, Fav rsh’m 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, ol. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees‘ 
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Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, - Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H.(Hants,Farel’m 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick NS 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Charles W.(Evesh’m 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter,( Bristol,S 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas.Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmo’th 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liv erpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont,Col. H L B(Cambs. 
M‘Calmont,Col.J. (Antrim, E. ) 
M‘kKillop,. — 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, L ord Cecil 

Maple. Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, HnW.F 
Maxweil, RtHn SirHE( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J.(Walth’stow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A,(Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, RtHnA Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newnes, Sir George 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. FE. ) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Chas. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E, (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Sanaa (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth'C. B. 
Bell, Ric hard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, Jobn 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s L ynn 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, a 


Bryce, Rt. Hon, James 


surdett-Coutts, W. 
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Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, Jolin 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rateliff, R. 1 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Kemnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn.M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, C lement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 
Saunderson, Rt Hn Col. Edw.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely,Capt. J.E. B.(1. of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East 
Smith, H.C.(Nortivinb. Tyn’s’e 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs, ) 
tenants Sir MarkJ.M‘Tageart 


NOES. 


3urke, E. Haviland- 

3uxton, Sydney Charles 

— so um Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 

Cau-ton, Richard Knight 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Euvene 

Cremer, William Randal 

Crombie, John William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
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ae iy, endl Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt HnJ.G.(Oxf’'d Univ. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, F. Freeman- (Hastin’s 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. SirC EH (Shettield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (i xeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,s. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E. BR.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh, N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H.( Yorks.) 
Wode — se, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wood, - James 

Woodhouse. SirJ T(Huddersi’d 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B, Stuart- 
Vylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond 
Mr. Anstruther 


Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, 5 c: 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir Ww illiam 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, SirFrane. H (Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farre!l, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

F french, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herb. John 
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Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. | 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred. E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Lahouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A, 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


(12.12.) Question put 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Standing Order.” 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Chas. P. (Gloue. Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Boyle, James 

Brige, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


| O’Brien, P. J. ( 


| Dalziel, James 
| Davies, Alfred 


| Dewar, John Al 
| Dilke, Rt. Ho 
| Dillon, John 
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Mooney, John J. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Schwann, Charles E. 


Moss, Samuel 


Moulton, John) Fletcher 


Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. Jno. P.(Galway,N.) | Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Norman, Henry 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James| F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tip’er’ry Mid. 


O’Brien, Patric 


O’Connor, Jas. 


O’Connor, T. P 


O’Doherty, Wi 
O’ Donnell, T. ( 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Jas. {1 
O'Malley, Will 
O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy 
O’Shee, James 
Pease, J. A. (S 
Power, Patrick 


rt 


k (Kilkenny) 
Tipperary, N.) 
Wicklow, W.) 
(Liverpool) 
liam 

<erry, W.) 


oscommon, N. 
am 


Peds 

John 

jufron Walden) 
Joseph 








Price, Robert John 


Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John 
Rieckett, J. Cor 
Roberts, John 
Robson, Willia 
Roche, John 
Runciman, Wa 


accordingly, 


E. (Waterford) 
ipton 

sryn (Eifion) 
m Snowdon 


Iter 


| 


AYES. 


Campbell-Ban} 
Carvill, Patrick 
Causton, Rich: 
Cawley, Frede 
Channing, Fra 
Cogan, Denis - 
Condon, Thom 
Craig, Robert 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, Willia 
Crombie, John 
Cullinan, J. 


Delany, Willi: 


herman, Sir H. 
Geo. Hamilton 
rd Knight 

hick 

icis Allston 


us Joseph 
unter 


m Randal 
William 


Henry 
(Carmarthen) 
m 

. (Inverness-sh. 
. Sir Charles 


Donelan, Capthin A. 





Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 


| Doogan, P. C. 
| Douglas, Char 
| Duncan, J. He 


stings 


| Dunn, Sir William 


Emmott, Alfred 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 





es M. (Lanark) | 
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) Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


| Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
| Shaw, Chas. Edwd. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 

| Soares, Ernest J. 

| Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R (North’nts 

| Sullivan, Donal 

| Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.. 

| Thomas,Al! fred (Glamorgan, E) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J. A. (Glam’rg’n, G’w’r 
Thompson, Dr. EC(M’nagh’n,N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred W.(Norflk,Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Sagnuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Broadhurst and Mr. 
Pirie. 


| The House divided: Ayes 168, Noes 
| 261 (Division List No. 26). 


Evans, SirFranc. H (Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
F french, Peter 

| Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse,C. E. H. (Bristol, E. } 


| Holland, William Henry 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


' Hutton, Alfred E, (Morley) 
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Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Lahouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir Joseph F (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. 
MacNeill, 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patriek A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, Jolin J. 

Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. Jno.(Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan.Col. John P. (Galway.N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman. Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Mark A. 
John Gordon Swift 


Acland-Hood,(¢ ‘apt. SirAlex F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Keynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster. Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
Bagot ss pt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Saile +y, James (Ww alworth) 
Bain, ¢ ‘olonel J ames Robert 
Balearres. Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Kt Hn Gerald W.(L’ds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christe. 
Janbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach. Rt fin SirMichael Hicks 
sienold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colone! Henry 


Bond, Edward 
Joscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 


3owles, Capt. H. er a 
Brodrick. Rt. Hon. John 

grymer, William Er rnest 
Bull, W ‘iam James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sur Edwd. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
‘Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


New Procedure 
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, O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien, Kendal(Ti perary Mid 


O’Brien, — ‘+k (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, fa 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowa, John 

O’Ke ‘lly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 

a ah UR ae 

O’Shee, James tg 

i aalton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Dunean VY. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Rolson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 
Samuel,S M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 





Rules. 1376 


Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R(North’nts 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant. Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J.A(Glam rzan,G’ wer 
Thompson, DrEC( Monagh’n,N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Tomkinson, James 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Ure, Alexander 
| Wallace, Robert 


Walton, JolhuLawson(Leeds,S. 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Young, 


Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 


Shaw, Chas. Edwd. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, ‘ohn (lorfarshire) 


NOES, 


Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hn... (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJdohnCharles Ready 
Colston,Chas. Edwd. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
CorLett, A.Cameron(Glaseow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Heri. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John ¢ 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktieid 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 


| Greene, W. Raymond-( 


Wason, Eugene (Clackman’an) 
White, George { Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, Jolin (Durham, Mid.) 
W oodhouse.Sir J ‘T( Hudderst’d 
Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herhert GJadstone 
Mr. M‘Arthur 


George 
Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, SirW illiaim Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Fellowes. Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fineh (George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster Henry William 
Foster, Philips. (Warwick, SW 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAngus stusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(‘I’rH in'ts 
Gore, HnG it COrmsby- (Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Oumst!-y-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray. Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford i3.(Wednesb’y 
Greene.Sir EW(B'ys. Edi’nds 
Cambs.) 


Doughty, 
Douglas, It. 
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Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLord G (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’derry 
Hardy. Laurence (Kent, Ashf’d 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Ciaude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanl’y 
Heath, James (Statfords. N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginhottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F. (Sheftield, Brights’e 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John (Kent, Faversh. ) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Josepn (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpuol) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Lege, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Lone. Rt. Hn. W. (Bristel, 8.) 
Lowther C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Franeis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsm’uth 
Macdona, Joho Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont.Uol. H L B(Cambs. 
M‘C.. hnont,Col.J.( Antrim, E. ) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 


The Deputy 


(Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That those words 


be there inserted.” 


Debate arising; And, it being after} 
midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. , 


{13 Fepruary 1902} 


Majendie| James A. H. 
Manners,|Lord Ceeil 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 


| Martin, Hichard Biddulph 


Massey-Mainwaring,HnW. F. 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirH E( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay| Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, |}William 


| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Ropt. J. (Shropshire), 
Morgan, I). J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, (ieorge Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mowbrayt Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Kt Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, @harles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Dohald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Eljenezer 

Peel, Hn. W. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Ear 

Pilkington] Lt.-Col. Richard 
cea Frederick 





Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretvman, Ernest George 
Pryce Jones) Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, Jol\n S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rateliff, R. H. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jaihes Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, Gedrge 

Ridley, Hn. Mj W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritehie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir} John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, Jlohn 

Saunderson, Ht. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Seely, Charles|Hilton (Lincoln) 





_ 





(12.30.) 


place. 





THE DEPUTY 
Mr. 

(Donega , 8.) : 
First Lord of the Treasury is not in his 
The First Lord is rarely in his 
place. [Cries of “Order.”’] I have never 
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' Seely,Capt.J E B(isle of Wight 


Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H C( North’ mb. Tyn’side 
Smith,James Parker( Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘ Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt HoJ.G (Oxf Univ. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merth’r 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tellemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. SirC EH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, JotinCatheart (Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC E(Tauntou 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R( Bath) 
Wood, James 

Wortley, Kt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerbureh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“‘That this House do now adjourn.” 


CAAIRMANSHIP. 
SWIFT MACNEILL 
I] am sorry to see that the 
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for many years spoken on the Motion for 
the adjournment of the House, but at 
this time I regard it as my duty to do 
so. The House will probably recollect 


that this afternoon! asked the First | 


Lord a question, which I think I was 
perfectly and more than justified in 
asking—I asked him to give us across 
the Table the name of the Gentleman 
whom he said he should propose as the 
Deputy Chairman tomorrow. Having 
regard to the powers to be vested 
in the Deputy Chairman—powers 
that have never yet been vested in the 
Speaker, I say that it is an absolutely 
monstrous thing that the right hon. 
Gentleman should not tell us who this 
gentleman is, in order that we may know 
whether it is a satisfactory appointment 
or not. If it is satisfactory, of course no 
one can say anything, but if it is unsatis- 
factory of course it is our bounden 
duty to oppose tliat appointment by 
every form of the House. Every one of 
the Ministers must know the name of 
the gentleman and I must ask that the 
name should be giventous. Or are we 
to hear it to-morrow morning by reading 
it in The Times. People here seem to 
regard a communication to The Times 
as a medium of communication to this 
House. The First Lord is not respect- 
ful to the House in not being here 
when a matter of the most drastic im- 
portance in relation to this House is dis- 
cussed—a matter which is an organised 
attack on the Irish Party. The First 
Lord is bound to be here. I know [that 
the Leader of the Irish Party does not 
know the name of the gentleman who is 
to be appointed. Has ever the Leader of 
the Opposition been told! Or is it that 
Mr. So-and-So is to be proposed to take 
the Chair of the House, and that the 
gentleman elected will be invested with 
powers for the rest of Parliament by 
which he will be able to order us motu 
proprio? I am only making a supposi- 
tion. That man will carry on the work of 
the Government with his eyes fixed on 
the Treasury Bench. We are bound to 
have a man we can rely on, and in 
whom we have confidence. I say it is 
simply a monstrous thing that we should 
not know the name. I! am surprised 
the subordinates of the First Lord did 
not send for him. I must say that I 
think a very grave liberty has been 
Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


{COMMONS} 


Chairmanship. 


taken with the House of Commons. It 
shows the absolute slight of the House 
of Commons, which has become a 
second nature with the First Lord, if he 
is permitted to foist upon us a man who 
may be the despot and the master of the 
Houseof Commons. I willask the Whip 
of the party—for the Whip knows all 
about this arrangement—to tell us the 
name. 


(12.35.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Tam 
very glad that my hon. friend has raised 
this point. There is another reason which 
my hon. friend did not state. The matter 
is one which naturally creates the greatest 
interest on these benches. We are not 
only not told the name of the Gentleman 
who is to be appointed, but we are left in 
considerable doubt as to the procedure 
by which he is to be appointed. The 
only precedent we have is that according 
to which the Chairman is appointed at 
the commencement of Parliament, and 
so far as I recollect that procedure is that 
on the first night on which we go into 
Committee of Supply we do so with 
nobody in the Chair. A Motion is made 
that Mr. So-and-So take the Chair. Now 
that is a very serious matter. The 
thing is done all in a hurry without 
explanation and without an opportunity 
offered for proper debate. [An Hon. 
Memper: “The Speaker is in the Chair.”’} 
I think the Speaker has left the Chair 
before the Motion is made to take the 
Chair. Well it is quite possible—I do not 
know in the least—that the Motion for 
the appointment of the Deputy Chairman 
will lad toa somewhat prolonged dis- 
cussion, and I agree with my hon. friend 
that it would be only fair in the peculiar 
circumstances of the creation of a new 
office to give the Members of the 
Opposition some notice of the name of 
the person whom it is intended to pro- 
pose When it is proposed to appoint a 
Speaker of the House, the name of the 
candidate who is going to be proposed 
is a matter of public knowledge, although 
it is not publicly announced to the House, 
and it is canvassed on all sides of the 
House, so that hon. Members may 
have an opportunity of making up 
their minds as to how they will receive 
the Motion. As far as I am aware it 
is the practice for the Government of 
the day, when it is proposed to appoint 
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a Speaker, to enter into communication 


with the Leader of the Opposition, in | 


order, if possible, to arrive at some | 
general understanding. I think that is 
so in the case of every one of those 
high officials who have control over the 
liberty of debate. Underthe new Rules | 
the liberty of those sitting in this 
House and the rights of constituencies | 
are involved, and I think it ought to be 
a matter of considerable deliberation 
and consultation. It would have been 
of great importance if the First Lord of 
the Treasury had, not only this morning 
but two or three days or a week 
previous to the making of the Motion, 
consulted the Leaders of the Oppo- 
sition so that the Opposition Party 
might have had an opportunity of 
considering the name in question, and 
ascertaining whether he could have 
election fromthe House. I am perfectly 
sure that nothing would have been more 
easy than to select from the party 


‘opposite many men who would be 


elected unanimously, men in whose par- 
have confidence. But I 
frankly own that there are many men 
on that side in whom I have no con- 
fidence, and it would be an unfortunate 
interludt in the course of the discussion 
of the new Rules, if the first step taken 
under them in connection with the 
appointment of an Officer of the House, 
weretolead toan angry personal debate, 
and if the gentleman proposed was to 
be canvassed in the House by those 


who would have to sit under his 
mercy. I think the First Lord should 
have announced the name in the 


interest of good order itself, and in 
the interest of that respect which in my 
opinion will never be adequately secured 
by Draconian laws or rules for punish- 
ment so effectively as by cultivating good 
temper, good feeling, and the confidence 
of the House. I say deliberately, and I 
have the authority of Mr. Speaker Brand 
for it, that if the Irish Members get fair- 
play, and if they have confidence in the 
Chair, they are as easy to deal with as any 
other Members, but if they do not get 
fair play they are likely to be troublesome. 


THe SECRETARY To tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GRANT | 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): The | 
hon. Member for South Donegal has | 

iy 
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complained of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. I would ask the hon. Member 
whether it is quite fair to the First Lord 


jof the Treasury to bring this matter for- 


ward now without notice. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Yes. (Cries 
of “ Order.”) He asked me the question. 
I could not imagine that the First Lord 
vould be absent. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON : As a matter 
of fact my right hon. friend left the 
ouse immediately after the last division. 
All Tean say is that the name of a very 
well-known Gentleman will be proposed to 
the House [cries of “ When ?”| tomorrow. 
It is not likely that anybody will be pro- 
osed whom the House does not know. I 
am quite sure the name will be acceptable 
tp the House. I hope that hon. Members 
will not be in any way hampered by the 
fact that they do not know the name at 
this time of the night. I must tell you 
frankly that I do not know it myself. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, Saf- 
fron Walden) : The feeling on this side of 
the House has been aroused, and we are 
inclined to protest, because it is proposed 
under the new rule to place plenary 
pdwers in the hands of an unknown 
.. which have never 
bepn placed in the hands of the Speaker 
or|the Chairman before. 


Mr. T. W RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : Will 
th Motion be made to-morrow with you, 
a in the Chair ? 





*Mr. SPEAKER: I can only understand 
what is intended from what has passed 
in.the House in answer to a question— 
namely, that it is proposed to move the 
Deputy Chairman into the chair in the 
same way as at the beginning of a Parlia- 
meijt the Chairman of Ways and Means 
is appointed. The procedure is, when 
the \order for Committee of Supply is 
ealléd for, the Speaker steps out of his 
chair and immediately the Leader of the 
House moves the Gentleman who is to be 
Chairman into the Chair. On some 
occasions debate has arisen—there were 
one or two debates some years ago—and 
the Speaker has stepped back into the 
Chair to give the House the opportunity 
of debate. 
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Mr. DALZIEL: I assume the House 
may divide on the question of adjourn- 
ment now before us ? 


Adjournment of 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The House ean 
decide not to adjourn now, and, if it 
should so decide, debate may continue 
till one o'clock. 


The division having been called and the 
doors locked, 


*Mr. SPEAKER said: I find upon in- 
quiry that this question has been con- 
sidered before, and it was the opinion of 
Mr. Speaker Peel that there could be no 
division after twelve o'clock on this ques- 
tiont and that opinion I adopt. There 
will be no division. 


(12.48.) Mr. DALZIEL : Ona point of 
order—It was on account of your raling 
that I waived my right to speak. I pre- 
suine that the Motion is now before the 
House. 


*\Mr. SPEAKER assented. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that this was one 
of the most extraordinary occasions the 
House had witnessed for some time. — It 
was a good illustration of the way in which 
this House was managed. They would 
have asked this day to elect to the office of 
Deputy Speaker a gentleman of whom 
they actually knew nothing whatever. 
What was all this mysterv about? It 
seerned to him that they were entitled to 
some notice who the Gentleman was. 
There had been no defence offered for this 
mystery at all. The Government were not 
treating the House with respect when 
there was no person of authority present 
to represent them. [An Hon. MEMBER . 
“Yes, the Secretary for War”.| They were 
delighted to see the Secretary for War. 
The right hon. Gentleman had perhaps 
been brought back by the division bell 
when he was hurrying through Palace 


Yard. 


(12.52.) Mr. CHANNING (Northamp- 


tonshire. E.) said it was unfortunate and 


regrettable that the First Lord had with- ° 
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drawn from the House. He asked the 
Secretary of State for War to give the 
name of the gentleman whom it was 
proposed to elect as Deputy Chairman, 
and also whether they would have a 
full opportunity of discussing his claims 
for the position. 


Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) stated that a Select Committee 
reported on the accommodation of the 
House in 1894. The Committee found 
that the Clerk of the House had 28 
rooms, of which 12 were bedrooms, 
exclusively at his disposal. They recom- 
mended that when a change occurred 
a certain number of these rooms should 
betaken and given for the accommo- 
dation of others who were at present 
inadequately provided for. He asked. 
whether effect was to be given to that 
recommendation. 


Mr. O'SHEE (Waterford, W.) said 
the hon. Member for South Donegal 
was perfectly justified in the action he 
had taken, because the First Lord of 
the Treasury when asked in the after- 
noon declined to give the informgtion in 
regard to the gentleman to be proposed 
as Deputy Chairman. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth): said it would not be reason- 
able to expect a Cabinet Minister to give 
the information which had been asked. 
During the last twenty minutes they 
saw the way some hon. Members regarded 
the business of the House. The Leader of 
the Opposition and the Leader of the 
Irish Party were both absent, and he 
considered the proceedings in which hon. 
Gentlemen opposite were now engaged 
were a farce and nothing more. 


It being One of the clock, Mr. Speaker 
adjourned the House without Question 
put. 


Adjourned at One o'clock. 
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APPENDIX | I. 


PUBLIC BILLS 
DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CII. 


The figures in parentheses in 
“{H.L.]” following title 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. 
indicates that the Bill was originated in the Lord, 





(A.) HousE OF Loos 





| 
Title of Bill. | Brought in by | | Progres-. 


vead 14 3rd February (159) 





Lord Muskerry 


Light Load Line [H.L.] | 


Lord Chancellor 


* Marine Insurance [H.L. | | Read 12 10th February (796) 


Lord Chancellor | Read 14 10th February (796) 


Lord Glenesk 


*Naval Prize [H.L.] 


| Read 14 3rd February (15%) 
»5 210th February (812) 


Plumbers’ 


Registration 
[H.L. ] 


Lord Alverstone | Read 1* 10th February (796) 


Solicitors’ [H.L.] 


Vaccination Act (1898) Lord Newton | Read 1¢ 3rd February (159) 


Amendment [H.L. ] 











ts 





(B.) Housr or Conc 





Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 


Nead 1° 11th February (1007) 


Burgh Police and Public | Mr. Asher 


Health (Scotland) 





Read 1° 4th February (377) 
| Read 1° 11th February (1007) 
| Read 1° 31st January (48) 


Mr. Holland 
Captain Norton 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse 


Canal Traffic 
Cheap Trains 
County Councils (Byelaws) 





County Courts 
County Justices’ Clerks 


*Electric Lighting (London) 
*Freshwater Fish (Scotland) 


Grocers’ Certificates (Scot- 
land) 


Higher Education (Local 
Authorities) 











Mr. Holland 
Mr. Lloyd Morgan 


Mr. Gerald Balfour 
The Lord Advocate 


Sir James Fergusson 


Mr. Henry Hobhouse 


Housing of the Working | .Mr. Hay 
Classes (Repayment of 
Loans) 
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| Read 1° 4th February (377) 
| Read 1° 7th February (675) 


Redd 1° 6th February (548) 





Real 1° 4th February (376) 
Read 1° 4th February (376) 


Read 1° 31st January (48) 


Read 1° 31st January (47) 














(B.) 


HovusE oF ComMons—continued. 





Title of Bill. 


Labour Bureaux (London) 
Licensing Acts Amend- 
ment (Scotland) 
*Local Government (Scot- 
land) Amendment 


Marriage with a Deceased 
Wife’s Sister 


Old Age Pensions 


*Patent Law Amendment 
Public Houses (Hours of 
Closing) (Scotland) Act 
(1887) Amendment 


Registration of Firms 


Sites Values (London) 
Rating 

Sunday Closing (Wales) 
Act (1881) Amend- 
ment 


Trade Unions 
Workmen’s Compensation 


Act (1897) Amend- 
ment 








Brought in by 





Mr. Lough 
Sir Mark Stewart 


The Lord Advocate 


Mr. Rutherford 


Mr. Channing 


Mr. Gerald Balfour 
Mr. Law 


Mr. Emmott 
Mr. Sydney Buaton 
Mr. Herbert Roberts 


Mr. Atherley-Jones 
Mr. M‘Kenna 





Progress. 





Read 1° 11th January (1007) 

Second Reading Deferred, 
12th February (1115) 

Read 1° 4th February (376) 


Read 2° 5th February i(424) 
Committee deferred 11th 
February (1111) 

Withdrawn, 3rd February 
(328) 

Read 1° 10th February (919) 

Second Reading deferred, 
6th February (651) 

Read 1° 31st January (48) 

Read 1° 11th February (1009) 


Read 1° 11th February (1008) 


Read 1° 4th February (377) 
Read 1° 11th February (1008) 
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APPENDIX II. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. SESSION 1902. 


List oF RuLEs, ORDERS, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 
of the House. 


{Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. ] 





| 
| Date from which | Period to lie upon 


Title of Paper. | the Period runs. the Table. 








40 days 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Manufacture of Earthen- | 6 February 
ware and China),—Copy of Amended Special Rules 
(Rules 4 and 6 and Schedule A), dated 30th Decem- 
ber, 1901, for the Manufacture of Earthenware and 
China, as established by the Award of the Umpire, 
Lord James of Hereford [58 and 59 Viec., ¢. 37, s. 


28 (1)] 








another day for Saturday in News ae Printing 
Offices), Copy of Order, dated 3rd February, 1902, 
made by the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment, in pursuance of Section 43 of The Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901, authorising the partial 
substitution in Newspaper Printing Offices of another 
day for Saturday as regards the hour at which the 
employment of young persons is required to end 
[1 Edw. VII., c. 22, s. 126 (3)] 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Partial Substitution of 6 February | 40 days 


South Australia,—Copy of the Constitution Act 7 February 30 days 
Amendment Act, 1901 [13 and 14 Vic., ec. 59, 
8. 32] 


Merchant Shipping (Life Saving Appliances),—Copy 10 February 40 days 
of Rules made by the Board of Trade under The 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894 [57 and 58 Vic., c. 60, 
s. 427 (2)] 





Factory and Workshop Act, 1901 (Ventilation of 1} February | 40 days 
humid Textile Factories other than Cotton Cloth | 
Factories),—Copy of Order, dated 4th February, | 
1802, made by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, in se mesge9 of Section 7 of The 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, prescribing a 
standard of Ventilation for certain humid Textile 
Factories other than Cotton Cloth Factories [1 Edw. 
VIT., c. 22, s. 126 (3)] 


Education (Scotland) (Code, 1902),—Copy of Code of 
Regulations for Day Schools by the Lords of the 
Committee of the Privy Council on Education in 
Scotland [35 and 36 Vic., c. 62, s. 67] 


13 February One month 


——— 
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